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I. SUMMARY OF ACTIVIT-IES^Aj®-AGCQMPIrE5afl 
FISCAL YEAR 1971-72 ( 


r^URrlNG THE 


A. ALL BRANCHES i ' 

1•.Volume of Cases 1 Handledi 


• (a) Outstanding 1 at: the 1 end l '' ,; ’ 1 . i * 

of FY 1970-71”-;......... i ,. W 8,050 

:;(b) Filed* July ly 1971* -*.: :V - 

June* 30*,* 197.2 »»•'* »»« »'».»»» 7,617 

.(c) Workload during the ^ 

< ! FY- 197U72* ..".... 15,667 


.{.d)._Dis posed* of' July-1*, • 1971' J s 

to June 30, 1972 . 6,074 

(e) Outstanding at the end 

of FY 1971-72 .(.9*761* 


)ecis: 

:ions. 


)rders > >• ResoltH ; f ; Vi/ui 

i; ::;-r :• /.mO 


' (a) Decisions •..*»»■•> . »■. v»-'*;♦•.*?• 3,871 

■ (b) Fj.nal. Orders : <... ».••.♦ ♦.» •.**:.<..> »/» »■■♦ V 2,203 
(c) Miscellaneous. Orders. •*** ..*.*ri 22,860 
™0d) Resolutions . »•••«•..•••••*» 140 

3. Parties Litigants Serviced i . 

(a) Tenants : , Agri.’ -Lessees -■■■-■ 

and Laborers .9,999 

; (b) Landholder*,* Agri. Les*. 

sots bhd* Efirolovets » • • 7, 811 

.. ; • • i i , i « » • r . *■* . \ • \ • i * 


4. CAR Action on Cases? 


56.14% 

43.86% 


17,810 100.00% 




(a) Liquidation and reli- 

quidation of, crops . •««>,.... «> 699 

(b) Ejectment & Reinstatementf"‘ 

(1) Ejectment denied^ ; • , . 

. . .(pip*. pf tenants). »•••••«•••• 253 

(2) Reinstated tenants: • ••.••»*•• 267 

(3,), Rjaetment. Authorized; ....... 262 

(c) Change of System* jsnd/or 

Fixing a£ Rentals- .'•?*’» .»••••••.. 3,633 

(1) No. of ! tenants . ■> * .* • 3,984 

Qj(d) Mipppll^pppus other. 

q P r actz i.ops . ,(«....... 2,129 

•( e ) Value, of prpps : ; . '/•V 0i -.ft 

n ? redistributed .V-. P585,478.19 and 

**r- = r- - .' . ‘ V -—-- 7 - • • — 1,654.25 oavs. 

* - Includes 168 cases reopened 

during the year. 


1 



















an ; 5 r./iSytefe$tatisttc3'o n ca&xaam*.. toa 

( iVpjYeaueHcvT.of is&uesriYir rr .) 

(a) Tenancy Cases i , 

Reinstatement:• o f^.e.i ect^agQ 'i<•.■ :■■■- 
ed tenant ., , , , ,, 

Ejectment •••••»{ • .vi-i.’.;.;. ««..<v 

Liquidation. &. reli-r V.-fjVf.'.r 
quidation ......... f . ' y i, 

Recovery, of. rentals "vi.i . ,0-. 
Change of system and jO '• f-.-.J vr.-' ? 
fixing, of. rentals. .v.-«, ».f, i; 

Ot ho S . _t . . . | . | | iiSJ'. a 1 'J | - a K'atJ'a k. 


•i0 YftAKHIJg ; .1 
'A3Y ..I/tCc.T'f 


.it.* 


945 

lildl 

*'699 

255 

3,633 

2,395 




(b) LAbbir’CashS i 


Unfair 

Cert if icat ion elect ion ivvV •. V’i i' 

Reinstatement .. ........... 

Recovery of’bhfck wages »♦ • •,, •. 
To' dfeblarfe’ strike’ illegal . ;V;V 
Othfetfe ... 


(c) Expropriation Cases"(In -. 

eluding negotiated, sale 1 ) * • ' ..•••! 


m 

, -4 

; ;io 

r:i 

. 58 






Pending last' FY. t i.., * t i'.v; 1 . ! 

_ Filed, this. FY 4V#va i....;.. 

Decided/Terminated .. ■ •»• 

Outstanding at the 
end of FY 1971-72 

(d) Appealed Casesi.. f .,., ; :. t!pf>r 

W bbURT’ bP’ AP^LS : ! ' ' • '. ; V: 

-?.*. Outstandirig ai. $tieM { 1; 

:;::bvnLfdSi^V” 

1 ✓ / JL^. / 4 . • i i i i i v •' 1.1 • i i, i • • • 

c. Cases Disposed' ."0,‘V 

w 1971 - 7 ?;: 

* * * * * Appeals ..depied -V- 
....... PF. gtemiaaed .... .• • • 

Decisions affirmed ..... • 

. PPPXsions modified; f . f 

—ue.cia.ions. reversed.. _ 


005 

33 

29 


...., ' j 9 




i9 

150 

26 

_ SSL. 


10.47% 

12 . 20 % 

7.74% 

2.82% 

40.24% 

26.53% 


9,028 100.00% 


7.80% 

11 . 11 % 

4.44% 

11 . 11 % 

1 . 10 % 

64.44% 

100 . 00 % 


2 
















Remandejiji-f-pirofwr- .;;i ; : ,l • , r 

ther 'acTiSrf .• , . . . ... 9 

Others,,.;. •«* • • • ? • • • .• • * • • ..*r (.21 

*rd.£‘.PVWeP0j-PS. & the.:.-:; - - !- ^ 

end of ,FY. 1971 - 72 ■■ i»..,•, r ) 782 

■ ; pQ t C ,,,,,,,,, r*;v* J q ' : i.:.-* • *.!**■ . 

(2); SUPREME COURT 


t 

t 


fit • 


b. 

t 

c. 


Outstanding.at the 
-end of FY 197T V.T. V;. 
Filed during . .• . 

fy 

Cases disposed 
FY 1971-72 .. . 



Appeals denied or 

. , dismissed ........ ,. 40 

..Pulsions affirmed ......' 1 

,.Decisions reversed ....;. 0 

Remanded to CA .......... ; 2 

, . . • f t i f • f r ........ . * 1 

d,, Qutstending at the (t>) 

end of FY,1971—72 (pi') 


'' V i • CENTRAL LUZON » 

„ .. x irvMv-0 rv 

1. Volume of - cages" Handled i. 


U-.V MM 


. r ■ rx ■ 


(a) Outstanding at the end “... 

of FY 1970-71 .. 3,631 

(b) Filed July 1, 1971 ...." 

to June 30, 1972 3,316 

(c) rWorkload during r 

pif 19/1-72 • • • • • ■ • • • • • itiit o ir 6f 94-7 

(d) '^sp9sea',6rjiiy'i;’ij7i:; 

f,to June ( 30, 1 1972-;,.«,«.».«..'....,.,3,130 

(e) , Outstanding at the , : : m r " • ; 

end of FY‘l?7l-72.............. 3,899* 

r\*7 r •• r 

\ % \ f .1 • • » r • • i • t « p t. .*i, 1 ..* 

2.* Deoialons v»Orders \ \ Resolutions :r ' ,li ' 10 
) • Issued t 


(a) Decisions .. 2,078 

(b) Final Orders . 1,052 

(c) Miscellaneous Orders . .10,137 

(d; Resolutions 66 


29 

60 

44 


45 


* - Includes 82 cases reopened 
during the year. 


3.. —A 




















3. Parties Litigants 1 Serviced; : 




(a) Tenants*, • Agri*.* Lessees 

and Laborers i‘>*, • '4 615 

(b) Landholders,~Agri. Les¬ 
sors and employers .... 2,948 

MlJIQ 7> 5 63 

CAR Action on Central Luzon Cases 1 


61 . 02 % 

38.98% 

100 . 00 % 


(a) Liquidation & reiiquid-■ • • 

at ion of* crops* .7.*. i.771, V.. . 321 

(b) Ejectment and Reins-/ 
tatementi*•■*•* 

(l) Ejectment denied •* / 

•• (Not.; of* tenants) ....... 210 

( 20 *Reinstated tenants ..... 164 

’ (3*)-Ejectmeht authorized ... 155 

(c) Change* of* system/fixing 

of* rentals* % .... 1,777 

Cd) Miscellaneous cases ...i.... 1,228 
(e) Value/quahtity of crops 

redistributed . P419,402.36 and 

..697.28 cavs. 


5. Brief Statistics on Central Luzon 

CAR Cases t .. 

Frequency of Issues im 

(a)* Tenancy Cases 1 • • * • 


Reinstatement 1 of ejected 

tenants . 

Ejectment* ... 


Change- of* system/fixihg 


138 

4.05% 

340. 

9.98% 

321 

9.42% 

190 

5.58% 

17 

.49% 

.1,777 

52.16% 

w fS24 

.18.32% 

3\tm7JZ 

100 . 00 % 


trl •• 

















-II._ CREATION AND ORGANIZATION OF THE CARS .. 

I. CREATION • „ ■ : 

The Court of Agrarian Relations ..originally created 
on June 14, 1955 by Republic Act N.o. 1267, as amended 
by Rep. Act No. 1409, was expanded under the Agricul¬ 
tural Land Reform Code (Rep. Act No. 3844) approved on 
August 8, 1963 to provide an adequate judicial machinery 
for a full implementation of the land reform.program. 

• 2. ORGANIZATIONAL =. SET-UP 

The Philippines.is,territorially,divided, intp 
fifteen (15) regional districts, each serviced by f , 
from; two (2) to four (4) branches of the Courts qf 
Agrarian Relations. All told there ape fprty (40) 
branches of the Courts of Agrarian Relations and one 
judge is commissioned for each branch. The district¬ 
ing of the CARs is closely patterned after-the Courts 
of First Instance,. r ,only .yf'ith less number of branches. 
(Appendix "1") J ‘ s;V “'" 

;■r\. . . 

Each branch has'^TibrmaT budgetary allotment for 
the following personnel complement! • "--~- 

(1) One District Judge 

(2) One Clerk of Court 

(3) One Deputy Clerk of Court 

. (4) • Three Stenographic Reporters 

(5) One Docket Clerk v.- 

■ ni-.‘ (6). r;0ne .Clprjc yiorJiTi'to Y 
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frtAO Q.-R GcA'lR.ilAZ.A-T:. I Q N 


(7) One Deputy Sheriff 
’ ' " tS) 6n^ Bailiff *‘ 

( 9 )‘ Onb Translator :| 

■ ■ ty h6 )' 6rie Stitcher 
' ' (li)' One Janitor * * 

( 12 )‘ f One Driver 
f (l3) One Laborer 


The territorial jurisdiction 1 of the 15 regional 
districts and'the distribution and seats of the 40 


branches as brovided in the Agricultural Land Reform 

Code (Rep. Act No. 3844, as amended) are as followsi 

FIRST REGIONAL DISTRICT • • ’ VV -*A 

Territory - Cagayan,* Satanes, Isabelfef 

• . - : and Nueva Vizcaya 

> No. of Branches - Two (2) . .. 

Seats » '- J ■' ; 

Branch I - Tugue^araa, Cagayan ; 

Branch II - Hagan, Isabela 

\ • ! on-.vn c. . ' 

. .. SECOND REGIONAL DISTRICT 

Territory - Ilqcos Norte, City of Laoag, 

Ilocos Sur, Abrai Mountain 
.Province, La Union and City 
of Baguio 


No. of Branches - Two (2) • 

Seats j ... 

- . 7 <■: ' ? ; 

Branch. I - Laoag^City 

Branch II - San Fernando; La Union 

THIRD REGIONAL DISTRICT ° " : ■'' ' (• ' 


Territory 


PangasthanjZam^ales and 
Dagupan City 


6 -j. ■ 







0 R G A M I Z A T I 0 N 


No. of Branches Three (3) , 
Seats: ~ 


_ , . • r . ■.... . , # 

^ Branch I . ! - Lingayan, Pa'ngsie'i&An 

Branch,1X1.,, .r Tayug, Pangasinan 
B.r^ich III Iba, Zambales 


FOURTH REGIONAL'-DISTRICT 
Territory 




- Hueva Ecija, Tarlac, 
C-abanatuan-City . ; 
No.^of Branches - Four (4) . 

Seats: t'' . : 


Branch I - Cabanatuan City 

Branch II " • ->/'> Gulmba,' .Nueva Ecija 

Branch III - Tarlac, Tarlac 

*'• • Branch IV Honcada, Tarlac;;--J/h 

' J . 11 V ■ T! ; - \ 

FIFTH REGIONAL DISTRICT 

Territory - Pampanga, Bataan and 

Bulacan 

No. of Branches Four (4) 
f " Seats: ■' 


Branch I .iFa lolds.0Bulaoanr 

J3 ranch II - San Fernando, Pampanga 
«: ‘Branch II-T ^nr;:^ Angeles City y 

: Branch IV ;' ■> 3. Balanga, 3ataan 

SIXTH REGIONAL DISTRICT 

• • ' 'lord ' •• j.O _. Q ' 

Territory - Manila, QuezoinTgity, 

Pasay City, Rizal, 
i cO zyn*' -Cavite City, Cavite, 

• : ’ ' Lqi: -Tagaytay City ,- Trece 

« c: -f , • lo.'iorrr -Martires City and 

Palawan 

j a■ "o r,: ;. ^ r 

No. of Branches - Three 0D 

’Se‘dts: ' - ~ r X vicJ.hv- : r 

;■ 1 .roll ,aop.v tr,r;< 1 :i-, 

■3upi.tr' 3ranch I ! - Manila 

Branch II - Cavite City 

v : i.Branch .III .y 

1/ Seatr.of .this 'brapch is now' located in^Paniqui, 
” Tarlac, due to lack of accomiiiqdatiqris'in the 
place designated in the Code. 
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SEVENTH REGIONAL DISTRICT • -Ji..-: 


Territory 


---—■ • - 

Laguna, ,San Pablo City 

. ; 

f f* '' 

3atanga.s', Lipa City, 



Occidental Mindoro and 

No. of Branches 


Oriental Mrridoto 

Three (3) ;:or 

Seatsi 


■ ..-.•- 

* t ’ 1 [ 

Branch' I.; 

• 

r-.-zvY 

Los Baios, Laguna 

Branch II 

- 

BatangasBatangas 2/ 

Branch III 

- 

Mamburao,“Mindoro' 

i * i i • * •' < 

EIGHTH REGIONAL. 

Occidental 

•DISTRICT , 

Territory; 

i « ;; ! 

% , r- M 

Quezon, Subprovince of 

No. of Branches 

:'1L 

Aurora, Lucena City and 
; Gamarines : Norte 

Two'TZ) . 

Seats : 


V" f j'L jJ.XX • *■ 

3 ranch I' 

• • - 

Lucena City > f 

Branch II 


Daet ' Cariiaririe“$~ 7 Ndrte 


NINTH: REGIONAL DISTRICT 


Territory 

- Camarines Sur, Naga City, 

• 

Legaspi City, Albay, 
Catanduanes, Sorsogon 
. and Masbate 

No. of Branches 

' - Three.( 3)-~' r " 

Seats r v v . . 

' * " ’ } * i *' "j • 

• * • - . ‘*/ * 

Branch' I >•?: 

- Naga City 

•’< Branch II- 

Legaspi City 

r Branch III 

•< - Sorsogon, Sorsogon 

TENTH REGIONAL 

DISTRICT 

Territory 

- Capiz,~R6xas'C.ity, Aklan 
Romblon, Marinduque, Iloilo 

‘ ■ : . 1 

Iloilo iCity and Antique 


2/ & 3/- Seats of these branches are now located 
in Balayan, Batangas and San Jose, Min- 





-.-..0- R-G...A.J-1.1..Z -Ar-T-.I-Q-N. .._ 


No. of Branches - ! TWoJ’C2i).-.kvEL-L..;•_... 

Seats» 


: 3ranch' I • - Iloilo City 

Branch II - Roxas City 

: !' •: • *:VC‘i--:ii3»T 

' ELEVENTH REGIONAL'''DISTRICT 


'■ " 7 ?". 


Territory - Occidental Neg£6S>_CLity.*.'of 

Bacolod, City of 3ilaj4 • 
Oriental Negros, Dumaguete 
City, Sub-nrovih.ee of Siquijor 

. i * • •* *T 

No. of Branches : Three (3) 

Seats» 


Branch I 
Branch II ; 
Branch III 


_ line : o.. 

Bacolod City 

Dumaguete City f t• ■ ;.,rrer.:; 
San Carlos City 


TWELFTH REGIONAL DISTRICT ' 

Territory - Samar, Calbayog City, Leyte, 

. Ormoc .City and Tacloban City 

No. of Branches - Two (2) 
r Seats » .. ,..... 


Branch J. . • r Catbalogan, Samar 
Branch II - Ormoc City : 




THIRTEENTH REGIONAL DISTRICT 

1 ] . . . : r‘~f n t ‘ ‘ 

Territory - Cebu City, Cebu and Bohol 

No. of Branches - Two (2) . ir 

Seatsi 


Branch I - Cebu City 

Branch II - Tagbilaran, Bohol' 


>. -1 r 


. -\r ;-,-, F0UR!EEE1BTH REGIONAL DISTRICT 


■ - Territory , Surigao, Agusan, . Butuan City, 

Oriental Hisamis 
r-uNo.ofjBranches - v i; f'Two (2) 

Seats t 

e/hi- ,*«u'tor.*r- r ••• 

Branch I - Cagayan de Oro City 

'ro.biy.i ;"•• • .v Branch II•• , IliganjCity. , • 
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FIFTEENTH REGIONAL DISTRICT 


Territory - Davao, City of Davao, Cotabato, 

Occidental Misamis, Ozamis 
City,’ Zamboanga del Norte, 

Zamboanga del Sur, Zamboanga 
City ,: [Basilan City and Sulu 

No. of Branches - Three (3) 

Seats »i t . '' 

; . Branch I. - D.avpo City 

Branch II - Cotabato City 

Branch III - Oz^fltis City • >. , 

To facilitate filing of cases and the hearing 
thereof thus'laffor'dihg parties inexpensive litigation 
sub-salas have been established and are operating at 
Gapan, San Isidro, San Jose, Cuyapo and Quezon, Nueva 
Ecija,' to better service this province from where 

_% of the CAR workload originated, as well as in 

Bayombong, Nueva Vizcaya; Sto. Tomas, Pampanga; Holave, 
Zamboanga del Sur; Baliuag, Bulacan and Calapan, Orien¬ 
tal Mindoro. In all the CARs now have ten (10) sub- 
salas. In these sub-branches a District-Judge, with 

supporting personnel and equipment, have been detailed. 

v ’ ' , if.;- * 

a) ^ 'Judicial Furictions 

The judicial- functions of the -Courtfs devolve upon 
40’District Judges (Sep. 148, R.A. 3844). 'The places 
of assignment of the Judges of the Courts of Agrarian 


Relations are permanent in character, following the 
set-up in the’ Courts of First Instance, However, under 











Sec. l57 ? of' the Code' r , whenever any district judge- :• 

certifies that the condition of the docket in his : 

court' 1 requires' the assistance of an additional judge, 

or when there is a vacancy in any court, the Executive 

Judge -may ,t'with’ the approval of the Supreme Court 

assign any judge whose docket permits his temporary 
9 9 • » 

absence from his court, to hold session in the vacant 

court • or in the court needing assistance, or the 

Executive Judge himself-may hold court thereat in 

i i 

pursuance of Sec. 143 of the Code. 

This .-organizational flexibility of the CARs 
has enabled the Executive Judge, with the approval 
of the Supreme Court, to detail additional judges in 

t 

branches where their assistance is needed and to 

• ' C * • 

assign hearing Commissioners and other necessary 
personnel as well. • •’ ‘ » 

The. Judges 

•n . r At the beginning of the fiscal year, the CARs 
had a complement of Thirty Six (36) Judges. During 
the fiscal year three (3) judges died, two (2) retired 
from the service, one was automatically.separated from 
the service when he run for public office and another 
transferred to the Court of First Instance. Replace¬ 
ments qualified in seven (7 >-of- the vacant branches 
while one Judge was transferred from the Ozamis City 
brafich to the Iba, Zambales branchThus, at the end 



of the : fiscal year the CARs had Thirty Six. (36) incuim- 
bent District Judges '. - * ‘.«••• • '■ • -a d 

.• •'■iif incumbent District Judges and their, permanent 

stations are as follows! ! • 


1. Hoft. Eudocio Caoho ■- 1st RD,, Br. I •■ 

Tuguegarao, Cagayan 

2.. Hon* Miguel T. Valera - 1st RD, Br.il 
' , r ■■ Hagan, Isabela 


Horii • Abiraham Leano - 2nd RD, Br. I 

Laoag City 

•• • ; . •!-: , •< . ••... • 


4. 



Hon. Higinio Montilla - 2nd RD, Br. II 

• ••••'■ • : f San Fernando, La 

Union 

Hon. Agustin C. 3rd RD, Br. I 

Bagasao . *. . . Lingaycn, Pangasi- 

' ' " ‘ ‘ ' ;:i nari 


'•"‘6. : Hon. Arturo V. ' 
Malazo 

7. Hon. Evaristo Ortega 


. 3rd RD, Br. II 
Tayug, Pangasinan 

- . , ! # 

- 3rd RD, Br. Ill 
; . Iba, Zambales 


8. Hon. Bienvenido D. 4th RD, Br. I 

Chingcuangco Cabanatuan City 

9.. Hon.-Mariano H. :< ,.... - "4th RD', Br. II 

Formcso ’ Guimba, Nueva Ecija 

10.’ ' ' ' : - 4th RD, 3r. Ill 

> • . . . Tarlac, Tarlac. 


ill., Hon. Domingo M. 
Cabangon 

12. Hon. Jose M. Santos 

: .13* . ■■■ _ 

,f*'!•••,vC , v'*v! • >, 

14. Hon. Milagros A. 

r '" » : ‘ u ti<bnnaiV' r " '* 


4th RD, Br. IV 
Paniqui, Tarlac 


- 5th RD, Br.' : T 
Malolos, Bulacan 

• • • •• •; —nr 

- . 5th RD, Br. II 

San Fernando 
Pampanga 

- 5th RD, Br. Ill 
, Angeles City 





:r > ; v A- — * '-.i "*• • ■ *.»’ *■ , 

; 15*’ 'Hon. Manuel Jn. - ; 5th RD,' Br. IV 
Serapio Balanga, Bataan 

:f • .' • : : • : • . .: 

KV.' Hori. Artemio C. - '6th RD, Br. I 
Macalino Quezon City 


17. Hon. Cleto P. Leus 


6th RD,' Br. II 
Cavite City 




. T .C: 



I 


»187 : Hon. Pastor P. Reyes- 6th RD, Br> III 

Pasig*; Rizal 


l f 9. Hon.’ Juan Baes 

: ttrf •• . • 

' 20. Hon'.' Alberto Reyes - 

• 

217 f Hoh. Edon Brion 


7th RD, Br. I 
Los Banos, Laguna 

t * • * •* 

7th RDv Br. II 
Balayan, Batangas 

. ; * 7 ( 

7th RD, Br. Ill 

San Jose, Occ. Mindoro 

. : < 


’ 227 Hon.' Antonio 



Yatco 


*; r. 



- 8th RD, Br. I 
Lucena City 

* ’ ' * * i V a : ; * 

- 8th RD, Br. II 

Daet, Camarines Norte 


- o:'. 




:fjj rx 


p.j-C: 


:***'■: 
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Hon. Juaft LTaguno - 9th .RD, Br. I 
( Naga City 

Hon. Valeriano - 9th RD, Br. II 
del Valle . - Legaspi City 


26. Hon. Josefina •’ •- 9th RD, Br. Ill 

Garcia Se . Sorsogon, Sorsogon 

27. Hon. Josue Bello- - 10th RD, Br. I 

cillo " ■-■‘•V . Iloilo City 

28. Hon; Roberto Madrid- '10th RD, Br. II 

Roxas City 

29. : • ’ L- - ‘• Hth RD, Br. I 

'■ • 'f’Bacolod City 


OOMI 


IKf 

30. 


Hon. Getuiio Z. 
Guevarra 


' - " llth RD, Br. II 
, . Dumaguete City 


31.' Hon7 Jose B. • ' -- llth RD, Br. Ill 

Navarro " : San Carlos City 

: •'.... •' * t ' •• '• : ' ‘"-c 





.. r 32 . . Hon. Gregorio L. 

' Venturanza" 

. 33. Hon. Gavino R. 

• ! ’ Sepulveda 

34. Hon. Exaltacion A 

Navarro • 

35. Hon. Alfredo Noel 


. 36. Hon. Baldomero G. 

.' ‘ ‘ Reyes 

37. Hon. Generoso 
Obusan 

38. Hon. Filomeno S. 

" ^ ‘ Qapultos ' 

39. Hon. Santiago Ledesma 


- 12th RD, Br. I 
Catbalogan, Samar 

- 12th RD, Br. II 
Ormoc City 

- 13th RD, Br. I 
Cebu City 

- 13th RD, Br. II 

’ '' Tagbilaran, Bohol 

- 14th RD, Br. I 
Oagayan de Oro City 

- 14th RD, Br. II 
Iligan City 

- 15th RD, Br. I 
Davao City 


15th RD, Br. II 
Cotabato City 


, 40. Hon. Ramon Britanico 

(Appendix "2 ") 


15th RD, Br. Ill 
Ozamis City 


In the ten (10) sub-branches established to re¬ 


lieve the .dockets of the mother branches the District 

Judges detailed thereat are« 

*' ' ; V *'Hon. Agustin C. Bagasao • 

4th RD, Branch II-A 
« . iCuyapo, Nueva Ecija 

2 r t ‘ Hon. Evaristo Ortega 
. . 4th RD, Branch I-A 
' ' ' ’ Sah Jode, Nueva Ecija • ■■■ 

,. t . 3. r> Hon. Agustin C. Bagasao 

5 ‘..'. ' ' 4th RD-,-Branch ..I-B_ • ‘ r 

"Quezon, Nueva Ecija 


* 4»; r Hon. Bienyenido D. Qhingquangco 

-rj\Z r- . 4th RD,'Branch III-A!- ’ ‘‘ 
Gapan, Nueva Ecija 

; * f .... .•'5’.; • Hon. Artemio C. Macalino*'^ 

‘ ’ ‘ * r, ‘4th RD, Branch III-B 

San Isidro, Nueva Ecija 




6. Hon. Manuel Jn. Serapio 
• i 5th RD, , Branch I-A 

Baliwag, Bulacan 

7. Hon. Gregorio Venturanza 
7th r 'RDf Branch III-A 
Calapan, Or. Mindoro 

* 

8. Hon. Ramon Britanico . 

• 15th RD;- Branch III-A 

Molave, Zamboanga del Sur 

■* ' >' 5 *' * . ' * * i * f ■ ■ 

9. Hon. Artemio C. Macalino 
5th RD, Branch II-A 
Sto. Tomas, Pampanga 

10. Hon. Miguel T. Valera 

: 1st RD, Branch I I-A r.wi ( 
Bayombong, Nueva Vizcaya 


The Court Commissioners 


:rtjv. • 


L ■’ - ! -->!•••* ■ ■ r -rujo/i7 JV . ............ IW 

To assist the District Judges in the hosartng and 

'.‘-.iior ii, n 

investigation of cases, the Agricultural Land Reform 
Code (Sec. 158) provides for the position of twenty-four 
(24) Commissioners. 

■ '■/!.: *•/ t \ I {y . .i;j. • , :V » ; , 

Court Commissioners have no fixed assignment. They 
are assigned, by the Executive Judge to branches, where 
no Judge is permanently stationed or temporarily detail¬ 
ed, or where there is a high incidence of agrarian 
disputes. 

“■ • ! t. ; - ■ f* . • . ... ; • 

At the start of the fiscal year, the CARs had 
twenty (20) incumbent court commissioners. During the 

t * ■ ; ’ • * *: • • . *. f 

fiscal year one Commissioner was automatically separated 

* • * t * . . . • * 

from the service when he run for public offibe. Three 
(3) of the vacant positions were filled up during the 



-- -- X • Z - A ; —X-X—^Q-'-N —.... 

tj i ;•■(:’r . * ; 

year and the appointees duly, qualified. By the end of 

r .. . . ; , . t . 

the fiscal year the CARs had two (2) positions of 

• • . . . " 

Commissioners unfilled. ; (Appendix-. "3") 

The Clerics of Court 

The CARs had Thirty tJiree'. CAs) incumbent Clerks 

* r ! \ , • fr 

of Court at the start of the' fiscal year with three (3) 

■ I • • ’ . : . • : . 1 .*.;•* . 

positions vacant. - ' v ..•<« 

In the Appropriation Act for the FY 1971-72 
(RA 6400) two (2i- new 1 positions of. Cleric of Court were 

f :j * , ! -• • f. • . T 

created for the Sorsogon, Sorsogon and Tagbilaran, Bohol 

t ’ * 

branches although in the former branch there is already 

*Vjr; . * . 

a Clerk of Court. During the fiscal year the positions 
"f«V 1 ' • t• • * • ... • _ 

of three (3) Clerks of Court were vacated by reason of 

•'•J.-.---,. ; . . : ; 

the death of one and the transfer to other government 
offices of the two (2) others. Of the eight (8) posi¬ 
tions vacant, four (4) were filled up during the fiscal 
year and the appointees duly qualified. By the end of 
the fiscal period, four (4) positions of Clerks of Court 

■ ■ * i *\ • *T*r*t •••.- * , * • 

were still vacant (Appendix "4"). 

. i- • 

Aside from the foregoing Court officials other 
employees servicing the regional districts are composed 

}.*>•; j 'l;■ . • ■ ; - ,• , • . ... ... •• 

of deputy clerks of court, stenographic reporters, cle¬ 
rical, janitorial and other complement. 

v • ■* * * i;.i ; m :i - **' . .. * **' %r Vt 

i. ' \>n.i 7 .,'{) i;i - ’> * J‘ i j. i *■* : • - l ; . . 4 ; * • ’ • 
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ORGAWIZAT ION 


>b) Administrative Set-Up 

• • 'Under the Appropriation Act (Rep. Act No. 6400) 
the CARs had a total authorized personnel complement of 
:il>056 iofficials and employees, 82 positions of which 
were not filled up because appropriations therefor were 
uiiprogrammCd. Field operations: are serviced by 731. 

• officials and employees*- while•Central Office.adminis¬ 
trative services are performed by 243 officials and 
employees.: ;. v,;;. . •••■., : 

■v:r- • 'For purposes of••administration, thepersonnel?, of 
'-the branches of the Courts,.are under-the District Judge 
permanently stationed or temporarily detailed thereat. 
The Clerk of Court or Deputy Clerk of Court, as the 
case may be, in addition to his usual functions, acts 
as the Administrative Officer. 

The CARs Central Office is organized into six (6) 
divisional units, namely, the Administrative Division, 
the Legal Affairs Division, the Judicial Affairs Divi¬ 
sion, the Budget and Management Division, the Account¬ 
ing Division and the Internal Audit Service. 

The organizational, functional and personnel 
charts of the CARs .Central Office and regional dis¬ 
tricts and branches are attached herewith as appen¬ 
dices. (Appendices "5", "6", "7", "8" and "9") 



•*:— .—^R’- GN-T- Z - A - T--T 0 N- 


For operat ional expensOs ,"Co'ngre l as ^aut:horized 
Sn "appiropriatlon of?7,6^4,086.72 for the CAlRs for the 
i?isoaf Year 1971-72 from the general fund," only 
P6,893,636.00 of which' was released by the Budget Com*? 
mission.’ 1 Ff 6m the salary adjustment fund the CARs 
received arid expended'the amount; of 57150,450.72. To 
cover claims' for terminal le’ave' of retiring CAR oiffi- 

, • ■ - -I ■ \ ■ . 

cials and employees arid awards under the Workmen' s 
Compensation Act, the Budget Commission authorized’the 
disbursement of ' fi'8'6 ,546 .'83' chargeable against the over- 

r;t ,*•'.»*; 'Jv •' **. *t•’*{'• j? i ■')' ■ i.*i j 'in ’ .*•*: 

all savings of the Executive Department as of June 30, 



HI. OBJECT IVES-JURISDICTION 


The Courts of Agrarian Relations were created 
to provide; the judicial machinery for the implementa¬ 
tion of the policy goals of : the Agricultural Land Re¬ 
form Code (Rep. Act No. 3844, as amended) as expressed 

in Section 2 thereof, to witt 
y.r- ■' ’ • v . • •• •? 

(1) To establish owner-cultivatorship 

and the economic family size farms as the- 
basis of the Philippine agriculture and, as 
,.;- r a consequence, divert landlord capital in . f-iaA 
agriculture to industrial development; 

(2) To achieve a dignified existence 
for the small.farmers free from pernicious 
institutional restraints and practices; 

(3) To create a truly viable social 

‘ • . !and economic structure in agriculture con- ■ 
ducive to greater productivity and higher 

■> ’»i • f&riri: • j.ncorn©s 7 >\ ' 1. c % *7 > . r o ».• ? r (* 1 r\o j: it*? ■''ti * * r r u i) .f. r *f. n 

(4) To apply all labor laws equally! f- WO’'' 
and without discrimination to both in¬ 
dustrial and. agricultural wage earners ; 

*■ -bt 1 (5) To provide a more . vigorous ' and 
systematic land resettlement program and 
public land distribution; and : 

'•(6) To make the.small farmers more 
independent ,!- self-reliant and responsible 
citizens and a source of genuine strength 
m our democratic society. 

The jurisdiction of the Courts of Agrarian Re¬ 
lations is original and .exclusive, overt 

, * * \ • V * < * ! « t ^ i * •* \ 

» . •■■■*'/ 

(1) All cases or actions - involving 
matters, controversies, disputes, or money 
claims arising from agrarian-relations; 

(2) All cases or:actions .involving 
violations of Chapters I and. -II of rthe 
Code and Republic Act No. 8Q9; 
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-t • I*.;. 


(3) Expropriation proceedings to be 
instituted by the. Land, Authority including 
those pending in the Courts of First Ins- 
; |, ri trance .originally filed by the Land Tenure 
Administration under Republic Act No. 1400. 

More specifically,'the Courts of Agrarian Rela¬ 
tions exercise jurisdiction over' all cases involving 
agricultural workers no matter what law is involved. 
Aside’ f£bm~,£hetAgr.i/culturaiLand Reform Code (Republic 

• i:■ ‘ 

Act No. 3844),"the Agricultural Tenancy Act of the 

# m * f tjr | 0 ’i f v") 1 * T > r •* VyO.!'I:)' ‘ : v ! 

Philipp ( dddd ’ykdpirfRdl^- /.Act No,.,1199, j as .amendodvby 
Republic 'kct s No. 2263) and ttie Sugar Act of 1952 
(Republj^’-^.o^.,^,^7.809 j $ the labor .laws 0 £hdt apply to 

. f).10V.i'OL'b 

agriculture which the Courts of Agrarian-Relations 




now enfo^og. are 

. „; f il):,'&t, j No. r i$z4 r(Employer ’ s Liatinb 
lity Act); 

.,(2) Act ; No. 2549 (Nature of Payment 
._of;'Wages); , ....... 

(3) Cbm. Act No. 213 (Legitimate: 'u:- 
Labor Ofganization); 
trf .v(4) Com., ActNo.. 279 (Labor cases 
* r mVV./.- u,..given...priority...in. Court); • • 

; ,i5j Con?,' Act No.. 303 (Periodicity ; 

' i -' ... of Payment);' 

( 6 ) Com. Act No. 444 (Eight Hour 

np -Labor Law) ; :. 

(7) Rep. Act No. 386 (Civil Code 
.Provision on Labor Gontract); 

(8) ‘Rep. Act No. 602 (Minimum Wage 

r Law); ... 

.. C?J Rep. Act No. 679 (Women and • i H . ; - 
r 'Child.Labor, Law); 

: (10) Rep. Act No. 875 (Industrial""* 

Peace Act) ;... \ 

;Cll) /Rep. Act No., 946., .(Blue S.und^Xo fv 
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(12) Rep* Act No. 1052 (Termination 

: " Pay Law) «• • 

(13) Rep. Apt No* 1054 (Free Emergency 
" and Dental Treatment Law)j ' 

,(14) Rep. Act No* 1167 (Picketing 

' Act)j 

(15) Rep. Act No. 1171 (Venue, of . 

A'ctiPn)j’ ‘ • : 

(16) Rep. Act No. 3^00 (Anti Scab Law) 





IV. WORKLOAD AND . ACCOMPLISHMENTS ■..,. u^ 
1. WORKLOAD. 


• ■' , . ••• fO.- . ,fi: ‘ . 

a. Current Fiscal. Year .. »Purine the Fiscal 


70 ; 


i.c 


year under, review a record high yas achieved by the 
Courts Of Agrarian Relations Inf the number of cases 

j ' i *! • 1 1 * * i , i v ' ** ■ i • ’■ ( £ , j 

handled and cases disposed,.exceeding even that of 
last year.' The 6ourts had a workload of 15,667 cases 
consisting of 8,050 cases outstanding in the dockets 
of the Courts at the close of the fiscal year 1970-71 
and 7,617 cases filed during the fiscal year under 
review. 

The workload of 15,667 cases were made up of 15,068 
(96.18%) agrarian cases, 561 (3.58%) agricultural labor 
cases and 38 (0.24%) expropriation and/or negotiated 
sale cases. Geographically, 11,451 (73.09%) of these 
cases originated from Luzon, 2,381 (15.20%) from the 
Visayas and 1,835 (11.71%) from Mindanao and Sulu. 

The province of Nueva Ecija led all other provinces 
in caseload, followed by Pangasinan, Isabela, Neg. Occi¬ 
dental and Bulacan in that order. These provinces ac¬ 
counted for (68.95%) of the total workload of the CARs. 

The ten provinces with the heaviest workload dur¬ 
ing the fiscal year under review werei 

WORKLOAD 


1. Nueva Ecija 

2. Pangasinan 

3. Isabela 


3,567 

1,214 

1,072 


22.76% 

7.75% 

6.84% 




V7 O .R. K>L:o. A D 


qA 4'Negros Occidental -I'lei 

ftv'-iiv960-:r f •. 

• • - V. 6-. 13% 

5. iBulacan.;- t»f v . •; * ..vo-e* 

n • • -796 '. ( Y-.l' 

" " ’ i’5.08% 

6 *'jllqilo. e.ri "< f-*. f er*:," aj: 

!'• 3703.- 

r,l:?4i49% 

7. Pampanga Yi' CkJT? 

e&dAC 684 

4.37% 

^..Tlpzamis City 

62i 

3.96% 

9.\Naga City. ~ - 

=; r - . - . - 

*• - • 617 

3.94% 

10, Molave, Zambr del Sur •• 

r . 

- - "'569? Y 

3.63% 


r :ig,so3 . 


v** y°**. i 

68.95% 

(Pilose see Appendix ,r lZ")~ 

•• •• T:.'*’7 

YC’.r 


(ya- b. Id*, 'Comparison with Previous Years * - A 
conlp^rison of “tffe jdoc^ets jof the Courts of Agrarian 


Relations during the fiscal.year under review (1971- 
rr» ^ith those .of. previous fiscal years shows a steady 

• ■ *' r ‘ ,y.4r-. •>_ ^ J 

increase of. workload (except ip the fiscal year 1,965- 

66 ), thus i . 

.• : ■ i .ivjo.f'.r.'U - . • ( <„•; s •.■■.■■zuiti-r, ■ ; 

•.r.. . ..WORKLOAD COMPARISON . . 

,u *.- L ~ (jO Cl WJ-64 to 1971^72^ 


■ FISCAL' YSAR r ' v ' ! ' !o rpvc.:rno - 


1963-64 ' "6,650 : :!L,:) 

.... . . 1964-65 .... r . , .. 7 786 

• 7 283 

• f 1966-67 , .7790 

” * 1967-68 ° : ; ,v - ' "8'! : 256' 1c: * n 

1968-69. ..... ... 10,939 

,„70"- >-’ • ■■r.c.xn -w A?. o^'-ji:*n 9 11 ' rmv 


1969- 70 

1970- 71 . 

1971- 72 


11,802 
13,743 
15,667 " 


— .. r* 

} V> ;r. ' - <c • Cases* Filed r ‘Current Fiscal 1 Year. Bv Month . - 
v ; ^ ’ • * j ; f * • i • < i i » t t . ; 1 1,1 

Cn'’the 'monthly basis ', 1 tHe 'number of cases filed during 
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‘the year under rOvier as reflected frdTd# (Sefe also Ap- 

'f'peridix "10") shows an average of 634.8 cases 'filed 

-('moiithly as against 608.4 in the last fiscal -yearr 

‘-f *- CASES FILED BY MONTH •' 

MONTH - : NO. FILET) 

•' >1971 July - ! -.- - - - - f ! ‘ '•• 567 * 

August - ------- r - - ,412 ... 

• September - - - S--L *• < r,/;; -4 ? 88 

- October*"- -- — - - - — 419 

V ?v t November t f)j- - - - - - 380 

December ----------- 492 

1972 January - - - -■ •-r- - - . ,.534 , 

February ----------- 820 

A - , crjf-'. ./March . -i f*?; Tic.-T-. “w**;778 

April.- - ------- -'- - 580 

n.-j.'.TRT;,-'. ;May-) i*,.------ i98l 

June ------------- 1,166 

-m.r) vv.- fvr: : • «= ‘ -.r rri rr ; ■ ■ 

Total----- 7,617 

Vbrc*;^* :• -'.vjofirt Ir.o ;•*./;? ■ t ;»».<•/ •'? ;5:»*/'••’ ^ ~ 

d. Id., Nature of Cases Filed . - Of the 7,617 

■ •I 4 :' r I /si -1 :•/ ; ■ ■ •. .1; f*f';vr 

cases filed during the fiscal year, 7,519 (98.71%) 

; •- • '* • • ( •'> ' 

were agrarian in nature; 65 (.89%) were agricultural 
labor cases ahdT\3T\('» i46%i)'iw eire Ceixpropi iation and/or 
petitjo ng;;f or approval of negotiated sale of agricul¬ 
tural (jtaiyis. '. -’I .' 

. ' f ' • 

•v ,e. Id., Geographical Distribution of Cases . - 

Geographically, by region, the cases' filed with the 

'.T* ,0 f . 

various; Cjourts of Agrarian Relations all over the 

• "if i 

country, ,are distributed as follows i 

• LUZOfli' ' I I Vi* <!*!♦.'• « 5,7l7' . (75.06^, 

■- ~ “-Visayas • r.TVT;.. .~.T.881 (11.56% 

v,:'ij:'Ti;. r i Mindanao ......••.■ 1,019 '(13.35/4, 
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NOTEi Late report received from the CAR, First 
RD, Branch II-A (Bayombong sub-sala) 111 
cases disposed in the branch for the pe¬ 
riod from July to December 1971 had not 
been previously reported# The total num¬ 
ber of cases disposed during the fiscal 
year, therefore, was 6185 and the total 
outstanding case 9,650. 

The report from the branch came too 
late for inclusion and integration into 
this annual report. 





• • The Courts which received the most number of new 

.-...oases were the followingi . r. 


1* 3rd RD, Br. I 

: Lingayen, Pangasinan ; ' 

452 

cases 

2. iSith RD, Br; III-A 

’• Molave,jZamb..del Sur 

443 

ft 

3.- 9th RD, Br. I :<• 

• ‘ Naga City 

441 

. • II 

4. .1st RD, Br. II- 

Ilagan, Isabela i- 

'440 

V tl 

5. 3rd RD, Br. II 

Tayug, Pangasinan 

: 432' 

•f " 

6. 1st-RD, Br. II-A 

Bayombong, N. Vizcaya 

349 


7. 4th RD, Br. I-A 

San Jose ,City ... 

• • . » " * f »•.* * I * , /,. • 

-.,348 

f " 

8. 10th RD, Br. I 

4 . • 

Iloilo. City ; , v , ; >: .. f 

...330 
• • 

.. •» 

% 

9. 4th RD, Br. I 

Cabanatuan City.. 

• » « « »’ * . ’ * • » 

.,313. 

; ” 

10. 8th.RD, Br. I 

Lucena City ........ 

,,o?12 . 

. " 

r 


2. ACCOMPLISHMENTS i 

a * Cases Di sposed * - During the fiscal year the 
CARs disposed a total of 6,074 cases, repr^entipg - 
79.74% of the cases filed and 38.77% of the workload 

.. : , :Mi . •• 

for the year. The 6,074 cas.es disposed of were com- . 
posed of 5,942 agrarian cases, 103 agricultural labor., 
cases and 29 expropriation and/pr negotiated sale cases. 
^The total cases disposed .for.the year is 196 .more than 
the preceding fiscal year, an increase of 3.34%. 

I • 

Percentagewise, the CAR disposed of 38.77%. of 
SSn???.? 1 ••'forHload or, stated otherwise, 39.43% of the 
cases, 18.36% of the agricultural, labor case$ 
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and 76.32% of -expropriationsand/or negotiated sale cases* 
At the end of the fiscal-year’9,761 leases remained 
/.^outstanding in the dockets <6f the various Courtsi 
■' J\ > b« Top Ten Judges ; - The ten judges of the- ’ 

” Courts of Agrarian Relations who disposed of the most 
" number of cases during,the fiscal year were the fol*' 


: lowingi 


Name 


CASES 
’DISPOSED’ 


1* Hon* Agustin C* Bagasao *••••••'*••.' 

2* (M Hon. Bienvenido D. Chingcuangco »•• 


*• • 1 * I 


3. Hon. Artemio C. Macalino 


692* 




' 379 


4. 'Hon. Evaristo Ortega ............. i 1 '' 313 

5. Hon. Mariano Formoso . • • • • -.^V.-. .-*W~"*^ ; * : -- i 29i' 
,n ^.^ f Hdn. r ‘Aht:oni6 0. YatcorrivviV’ 288 


7. ‘Hon. Juan A. Llaguno .'. r 


'"278 


8 i'"" lion.' Ramon Britaiiico . * *. * *. *.... *' ’238 ! ' ‘ 

97 l,, $onV josue N. Bellocilio * ' 221 ' " i * 

10*" ; Hon. "Miguel'Valeri J... i... ..'. .'. f ... * 219 

c. Leasehold and Rental Fixing Cases . - Since 
"the approval of the agricultural land reform code (Rep. 
Act No. 3844), there hds bedn a perceptible and steady 
yearly‘increase in the number 6f petitions Tiled by 
tenants for'a’change of their existing tenure relations 
with trhieir landholders from share tenancy to the lease- 
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\rvhold tenure system and/or-for fixing of rentals. Thus, 
• in:.the fiscal year 1963-64, 385 cases involving 988 
' 'tenants were filed; in 1964-65, 692 cases involving 
1,297 tenants; in 1965-66, 723 cases*involving 1,526 

• '.v, tenants; in 1966-67, 929 cases involving 1,778 tenantsi 

in 1967-68, 1,095. cases involving 1,983 tenants; in 
.?:^?!!!A^iiJ-_p.^^...caSes involving'2,100 tenants; in the 
fiscal year 1969-70, 1,933 cases" involving 2,238 ten- 
ants; in the fiscal year 1970-71, 2,494 cases involving 
2,660 tenants? and this fiscal year, 3,633 cases in¬ 
volving 3,984 tenants. These figures do not reflect 
the undeterminable number of instances where landowners 

and tenants, persuaded by the decisions of the CARs, 

• . * . * , * * ■ • . • . 

voluntarily shifted from share tenancy and/or fixed 
the rental for their holdings. 

, * *. ■- ■' *** * i V/Y 

The yearly increase in the number of share tenants 
opting for leasehold is a healthy sign. Most land 
reform experts look upon such conversion as the indis¬ 
pensable "first step" in the realization of the land 
reform program's objective of turning tenants into 
owner-cultivators. Share-tenants are invariably not 
managerially equipped with the know-how required of 

• ?*. : :ir • 

owner-cultivatorship, and it is only through their 
conversion into agricultural lessees that they can 





..jam 


c w o r: k. l o. A D 


,?• gain the-experience. v The reason for this is that once 
a- share-tenant becomes .a .lessee, the responsibilities 
of farm management ar<e transferred to him'. The increasing 
number of tenants electing, leasehold shows that the 
; tenantry is receptive to the government"s ! effdfct to'even¬ 
tually make ’them, owner- cultivators■' • • • r 

■ d'. :- Expr6briation ; and Negotiated Sale> of- Agri ¬ 
cultural Lands . - 

.. ■ • .Vj't-.*•!.} " 

During the fiscal year under review thirty three 

(33) petitions were filed by the land reform agencies 

! * 1 ; ’ ’ * ’ * ' ’ 

concerned and landowners for the approval of deed of 
sale of agricultural lands under the provisions of Sec. 

53, Rep, Act Mo. 3844, twenty seven (27) of which were 
approved by the CARs? one was disapproved for lack of 
authority of the alleged attorney-in-fact of petitioner- 

i » 

owner-corporation to represent said corporation. One 

• * . - ’ . I • ■ ■ t , • *, , • * 

expropriation case was decided by the Honorable Milagros 

, . , , > ’ ». I r * * 

A. German. The estates acquired by the government as 
approved by the CARs total 6,469.2840 hectares at a cost 
of 1*26,622,784 with 1,438 beneficiaries. Twenty six 
of these acquired estates are located in the Central 

Luzon area and one each in Occidental Mindoro and 

; . • .*■ ..ru : : * > ir • • r *v;*. *.* v! i* " i ’:' ■; **" 

Misamis Oriental. Following is a list of these estates* 

7- i ' * •. * -Vi * / i • • .t J J ' * * * : *. *Xi ' •"> * * ‘ 

» ■ * * *;' • # * " 1: . r*‘ j h ‘ i, * * » • t T * .* * 


Name of Landowner 


Erlinda Ongsiako, 
et al. 

Pablo Tioseco 
Gloria Pineda 

Medardo Aquino 


I. Pineda, J .K. 
Pineda Hermanos 

Benigno Aquino 
Corazon Cojuangco 

Juan Garcia 
Paz Gruet 

Salustiano Valencia 
Elena Tangol 

Milagros Cuenco 


Joaquin Villones 
Ester Eugenio 

Federico Pineda 
Avelino Pineda 


LANDS ACOUIRED THRU NEGOTIATED SALE OR EXPRC- 
*** - ^FRlA ' i IO N APPROVLU 1ft CAR i-m i'HE 

FY - 


Location 

1 Area 

(Has.) 

t 

No. of 

Beneficiaries 

t 

Value 

Anac, Tarlac 

: 554.0461 

1 

t 

t 

19 lessees 


?2,858,000.00 

Concepcion, 

Tarlac 

t 

1 147.0968 

1 

• 

s 

t 

t 

1 

30 lessees 


P636,500.00 

Concepcion, 

Tarlac 

* 157.3968 
s 

t 

1 

t 

) 

42 lessees 

• 

• 

PI,577.300.00 

CaDas, Tarlac 
Tarlac, Tarlac 

I 387.4366 

t 

t 

t 

t 

75 lessees 


PI,394,000;00 

Concepcion, 

Tarlac 

| 245.8353 
s 

t 

t 

* 

50 lessees 


P954,100.00 

Victoria, 

Tarlac 

| 126.8946 

t 

X 

1 

s 

78 lessees 


P675,900.00 

Minalin, 

Pampanga 

j 28.0288 

1 

t 

t 

1 

7 lessees 


P125,000.00 

Medina, Misa- 
mis Oriental 

J 283 

t 

t 

s 

t 

31 lessees 


P832.020.00 

Candaba, 
Pampanga 

* 94 

1 

t 

t 

t 

42 lessees 


P470.000.00 

Concepcion, 

Tarlac 

j 241.3268 

1 

1 

t 

t 

54 lessees 


PI,535,800.00 
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Patricio Pineda 

Paz Feliciano 

Concepcion, 

Tarlac 

Jesus Pineda, Sr., 
et al. 

Concepcion, 

Tarlac 

Caridad Feliciano 
Juan Baluyut 

Bairban, Tarlac 

Teofilo Bucod 

Tarlac, Tarlac 

Balbino R. Villanos 
Severina N» Bautista 

Umingan, Panga- 
sinan 

Jose Yulo, Sr. 

Flcridablanca, 
Pair panga 

Pilar Valero Vda. 
de Reyes 

Candaba, 

Pairpanga 

Carolina S. Lapus, 
et al. 

Aliaga, 

Kueva Ecija 

Basic Enterprises, 
Inc. 

Sablayan, 

Occ. Mindoro 

Purificacion Aquino 
Raymundo Balo 

Victoria, 

Tarlac 

Mario Rustia 

Alicia Clemena 

Gapan, 

Nueva Ecija 


Adela Ongsiako Vda. 
de Clemena 


Paniqui, 
Tarlac 


2 


67.4 

312.0170 

59.4203 

122.647 

26.3362 

1581.0687 

31.7548 

154.5897 

1.376.6186 

13.0002 

63.8436 

108.5338 


16 lessees 

127 lessees 

18 lessees 

37 lessees 
11 lessees 

344 lessees 

13 lessees 
47 lessees 

191 lessees 
4 lessees 
18 lessees 

14 lessees 


P455,000.00 

PI ,628.000.00 

P153,700.00 

P507,200.00 
P115,000.00 

P4,925,025.00 

P20,323.07 

P865,702.32 

P4,087,000.00 

P61,100.00 

P159,600.00 

P524,000.00 
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(*) EXPROPRIATION CASE 


24.6341 ; 

m 

4 lessees 

X 

t 

P69.229.12 

I 

70.9294 J 

• 

16 lessees 

t 

I 

t 

P489,600.00 

X 

i 

t 

18 lessees 

s 

1 

s 

P539,400.00 

117.08 | 

20 lessees 

t 

t 

P643.940.00 

26.4850) * 


t 

P92.687.00 

s 

14.2192) J 

100 lessees 

X 

1 

s 

s 

P42.657.60 

33.6446 [ 

& 

12 lessees 

X 

t 

PI85.000.00 

6,469.2840 

- 1*438 


P26,622.784.11 
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-V.«l . THE. AGRARIAN -SITUATION . 


/i., i 


a) An overview . - On the whole, the agrarian 

bru: Xonno^;.*i -inibnoqasrioo .ft .• rc-t'oi; tv.. •••/ ' 

situation has been relatively satisfactory. The con- 

'to ;• • "pv. . x:c<v:;qu -: 

centration of the efforts of the government aimed at 

t'-fTf 'tfifcrir? y‘'O'.' 1 f ‘; .• '"jv.iqo" 

alleviating the poor social and economic condition of 

-OITSri oJcf*v..' ">i It ai /iworifi ?./ , »rr rso*. s.i. ••• hotrcnffior* 

the farmers through technical, legal and fiscal exten- 

: t 'bra/ 

sion work .has^. it is believed, contributed in no small 
measure to the improvement of the status of"the"peasantry. 




No doubt the process has been slow because of constitu- 

• r ' <' r;: ‘\ : r ■■■•;•, • • -cr 

tional and fiscal limitations. But undoubtedly also, 

,• .v • 

progress is being made. The traditional resistance of 

•>0 i-i*• ... . j 

.. landowners against the leasehold system is being slowly 




\ 


eroded after a realization of the futility of contesting 


• i 


the clear provision and spirit of the law in this regard. 

'■' * ' ■■ : \i. 

More landowners are now willing to part with their es- 
r? '' 4 ‘ V , •: ,• r 

-■ nates and'properties and selling them voluntarily to 

! .i.ve.r 

the government for redistribution to their tenants and 


lessees. The approval of Republic Act No. 6389 and 6390 

< . * *■; • . ;.vrvo'io »/f .1 . 

on September 10, 1971 further served to induce land- 

• > .* : •*.**': io ;*• .•or:?■* [ •* ;> 

owners t;o shift, to the leasehold system or sell their 

5T<! ■ •y/i'i • i t . f . 

lands to the government at the higher cash payment of 

' ••• • ' :-\T, r i)r; v V . ;i r .< 0 

20% of the value of the land, the increased negotiability 

' 1 *' ' ! •' • • = \n ,v.n.j - Bcn;:ii: \ •• r , i; 

of land bank bonds and more favorable climate for in- 

, • i * *; .*% 

vestment in industry. The land reform effort is moving 

Taom .V.cr?o••'. srtt rX ');c. joni - ' r 

in.the right direction and toward the desirable end. 

:tr •• • ; • *». ,-'9suJ :i.r sonivcrro be-ir;,*;•?,-i fd \- r .r i 

b) Central Luzon . - In the fiscal year under 

sow.: i:;.iw ibs».rbn-;/1 


irion gt(. 
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• xn.r..-ertt > --r. . . 

Judge is on detail with the corresponding personnel and 

~«OC) or.*‘s y. r "-y.i‘ 

logistical support. A more graphic picture of the 

Jf ■''■'S'- <; -f-r -V '■' .... 

activity.in Central Luzon in the year under review as 

• «. O ' 0.1..' f Of:*iw.s ‘ r. ! “ • v ly t •'*. f‘ ^ ■* • •' . * . , • » 

compared to previous years, is shown in the table here- 

' ’* ' V * 1 •.* t '• 0 t f: *. f f(00. - 0 


.under i 


*.•. ''si.* .i‘*_i* .• 

* , bOVOn ; 

"i pases 


Fiscal 

Year 

Cases Filed Workload 

Disposed 

Pending 

1963 - 

64 

1,087 

2,461 

• >:■»& ••••.■•.( ! • • 

3,451 

• • •('••• • j 

i llt.i 

903 

1,558 

196f - 

65 

1,893 

1,451 

1,817 

,1965 - 

66 

1,570 

3,387 

1,063 

2,359 

. 19.66 - 

67 

1,465 

3,824 

* ,** 1 - - ? #c. 

1,442 

2,404 

j. wo:. 



•• • , * “** ; 

1 Cf• h. * ,* i ■ , ; •, 


; 1967 - 

68 

. 1.411 

3,815 

1,367 

2,487 




* r 

• • f . * .L ! 

J *. .-.i* ■. = 


1968 .-. 

69 . 

3,388 

5,875 

2,026 

3,849 

: ■ 


... ' Tto 

7 ..reirr*. bfiB no 

7159 J; 


1969. - 

70 

2,543 

. 6,392 

2,988 

3,489 

xrori 

.7 


. j' I /.w KO:‘ o'. 



1970 - 

• -r r • , 

71 

3,335 

6,824 

7 s‘ 1 .fi*K hrts: ^>'*1 

3,288 

3,631 

1971“ 

72 . 

. 3,316 

6,947 

3,130 

3,899 



f>iVJ n;J dr, 

,** JjL;o.rT:. r ^ibo- -- 

, ....... . . 



,. (Please see Appendix "15") 

•) . •*-,(. ejLT'iyiioJJ '.!•'• Xr : : ■ ; .. . r 

. As in.the previous years the most heavily bur- 
dened,branches of the CARs in Central Luzon were those 

‘ i : ‘Xr J .:r ; *Sj* .:]f r J- rv* •' ■ • ■ ... .... 

..seated in Nueva Ecija, including the five (5) sub-branches 

:: '*n:: ro-'--; ••• • ; nbri-.J. 

■ .thereat, which received 1,374 cases and had a workload 

1 • • ~o;:.r <-m:i ,hr"». ••• < • . . $GS; 

of 3,567 cases disposing of 1,648 cases during the fis- 

. i-'-i Jjr.tovv v;* : 

.cal yeap. . .. 

- V j'loi'.to 'frrOT'VT f;,-:-.' r o.-'I . . 

. '• - •'•••■ 1 ■ • • . : i .• ;•••/ 

.f .;.,:, .... IJie, -prcjvinpe Pangasinan was the second most 

heavily burdened province in Central Luzon, in point 

.t.!' _t.nof.\rr •.... 

of cases handled during the fiscal year with 1,214 cases, 
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' r, 884 of which were new cases filed during the year. ‘ These 
arte 1 ' Record loads • fdr- the two (2) branches of the CAR in 
PangaS inan province . f “ The unexpected heavy influx of 
new cases (532 cases'for the Lingayen branch, 682 cases 
'• 'for the Tayug branch) accounted for the volume of work. 

It wSs not deemed necessary to establish sub¬ 
branches in the other provinces (Pampanga, Tarlac, Panga- 
•sinani'Zambales and Bataan) covered by the Central Luzon 
Development Project or to assign additional personnel 
in ? the'area during the fiscal year because the dockets 
of the CAR branches r int these provinces did not as yet . 
warrant^such moves. ! f ' * /. • •• 1 • • 


The picture of’the activities of the CARs in 
Central : Luzon is better illustrated in Appendix \ ”15” 





.‘V. 


’A'majority -of’'the "cases filed with' the, CAR sales 
in Central Luzon involved^:petitions for shift to, the-/: 
'leasehold system and/Or for fixing of leasehold rentals. 
In'the entire Central Luzon area 1,777- of these cases 
were filed. The nature of the other cases handled were 
liquidation and reliquidation of harvests; ejectment 
of tenants or lessees; pre-emption or.redemption of lands 
’ by agricultural lessees; approval of .-negotiate^ sale 
I,n tiiridbr Sec. 5'3 : of RCp. Act No.-3844 and-... others, 
o .!:'i j ■;.£ q) increased'‘Activity in Other Area *. >r With, the 
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• '• review'the government 1 s ^ertphasi® onnthe; larid.ireform^ro- 
•graifi continued With'* r inetOasing f drttens ity spe£r««headed « 
by the land reform' agencies directlyoadnneqtednwith ttsHe 
program. iWttfi the-proclamation 1 ' ; As land tefOrmoareas 
•of 31 ! muriicipali!tieS 0 and' , cit£fes ’ih-the^ province of NuOva 
Ecijja and 92 towns Ih'-Bataan, BulaOAh,'Pampanga, Pang¬ 
as inahy 1 Taflac and ZambaleS \ a 7 steady increase• in-'the > 

! ' hUmber Of 'cases being fil'edCWas r hOt r Cd' last-f is'cal;year f 
mostly TiiVoiving ; change Of • status from sharO“ ; tenahey r >C. 
to leasehold And/or for fixing of le'asehold 7 rentalSo^.f 
IrI : 'th:e : fiscal year under review, 3 > y-633'^eases : of thi'S.! 


nature were received by the Central' Luzon CAR branches 
as against' 2 i ! 4$4- in ihe ; fiscal'year 1970^71» e-'? 

Likewise', thh lkrid'acquisition program ••in 1 thet-O 
area was accelerated. Last fiscal year, only nine 
estates in' Central LUzon was 'acquired by ‘ the Land 

Authority (now the Department of Agrarian Reform) j 

• . . ... . . 

through expropriation or negotiated sale with the -appro¬ 
val of the ’Courts of Agrarian Relations. This fiscal 
year', 1 the CARS approved the acquis it ion of twenty s ix 
(26) ,r estates and' properties in the 'Central iLUzon area. 

The ' s ix’ ( 6) : subi-brahOhes of the CARS«.• in. the- area 
(Gapan, Cuyapo, San JO'sey 'Quezon and'San" Isidro j -NueVa 
Ecija aiid iSaiiwa'g j Bulacan) Were* maintained, and continued 
in operatioh^4n^e^h.Jo£-theaelS Ub'-bra ncheS, ( a District 
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" volume of cases ! handled (workload) T as a g'siige, increased 
abtivity in' some areas 'Of the country have been noted* 

In • the Cagayan valley area, the volume of transaction 1 
increased twofold with the receipt’of 751 new cases ; -*r'. 

• ■ during the” fiscal year. The establishment of a .sub-sala 
; of the CAR in Bayombong, Nueva Vizcaya accounted partly 
for the ericburagement of the tenant elements in said : 
•^province to bring their-grievances before the Courts-. 

• KrJ i More awareness in-the part of the peasants of 
their- rights under the Land-Reform Code and more speedy 
disposition of casesr by the CARs has resulted in more, 
cases being filed iih-the branches of the CARs in the ^ 
provinces of Pangasinan, Camarines Sur , Ilo.Mo,; Negros 
Occidental and Zamboanga del Sur.- - n . .-fr/rr< r t( 

Most of the new cases filed involved change of. 
tenancy system and/or fixing of lease rentals. 

d) The CARs and their Constituents . - More . 

•^ 'important than the foregoing statistical review is the 
achievement of the CARs in strengthening the confidence 
and trust of its special constituents - the share 
tenants, agricultural lessees, agricultural laborers . 
and their counterparts the landholders and employers 
■loin judicial processes*. The containment of these r 

■ - • ■ •.} .1. 

* - See Appendix "14" 
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-peoples' .redresses, within: the'sphere of the .law as- mani¬ 
fested by the number of:leases. received by the several^, 
brahehes ;of. the CARs, is ,an ynmistakable sign that, the 7 ; 
centuries-old-marinerjof exacting justicei in;agrarian;.f 
relations through violence is gradually being [abandoned. 
'.-There are,,‘ to be sure, still sporadic instances of armed 
reprisals by peasants against their * landholders and j ./■ 
vice-versa but'these are isblated instances spawned-more 
by personal' differehces, and ignorance • of the availabi-, 
Y. ! lity of ! -governmental resources ', to help them: resolve - : : 
thfeir differences in' a' more'conciliatory attitude o'. 

QUiOk response to individual ; or collective emergency •> 
: S'ituatiOnfe : , ■ h more personalized’approach to the>solution 
of problems, speedy but impartial adjudication .of cases 
and*cldser coordination and cooperation between and 
among government agencies concerned with land reform - : 
have co’ntr ibuted - greatly, to'...the_ .attainment .of (the current 
'desirable climate of mediation and compulsory arbitration, 
•in'- rid'‘small measure the Judges of the CARs , r ' the’ Com-. 
missioriers, and other field personnel have borne .the ; 
taSfe f of bluritirlg- violent tendencies and transforming:! 
heretofore irrecOnbilable differences into common prob¬ 
lems of mere enlightment artd/or application Of pertinent 


laws. 







JURISPRUlM^J^^.:l?EVRtiQPMR^rrS - . .... . 

During the fiscal year decisions of the Courts of 
Agrarian Relations in 1,555 cases were under consideration 
by the Court of Appeals. These consisted of 774 cases 
pending at the end of the fiscal year 1970-71 and the 
281 cases elevated during the fiscal year 1971-72. 

..1 ' j , c Iri -i j / 

The Court disposed of 273 cases leaving 782 pending at 

t • • ‘ * • 

the'end'6f the year under review. (See Appendix "l?”) 

* . " ‘ » 

In the Suoreme Court there were pending at the 
end of "the "'previous fiscal year (1970-71) 29 cases V- 
of agrarian nature. During the year 60 cases of the 
same nature were elevated. .However, the.Court. denied 
ordismissed the appeal in 41 cases, remanded 2 to 
’the Court of Appeals and decided 1 case affirming 
the lower Court’s decision. (See Appendix ’'16") 

‘ Although statistics show that the number of cases 

being elevated to the Supreme Court is decreasing, the 

K>.r . ;; :•» if • • • ' ' • 1 -v- . . y 

number of appeals to the Court of- Appeals has-consis- 
tently been increasing' since the latter Court was vested 

r: ■ ••••.. -V • / . f. 

'with jurisdiction to pass upon decisions of the CARs 
by Sec. 156 of Republic Act 3844 (The Agricultural 
’Land Reform Code). The more liberal procedure for 
appeal introduced by Republic Act. No. 5434, approved 
on September 9, 1968 has generated more appeals. The 
relatively speedy disposition of these appealed cases 
by the Court of Appeals, notwithstanding, the backlog 
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to .;:37fr ff>r' ..7 ..7 ?' an. 1 • . ■<., • 

in the said Court is increasing. 

;*.ri'"*0 Mf-'O •: :>'£ •• ;■•*••• ;•••:<• i 7, •; r.? *f 

Some of the more important rulings of the Supreme 

: 5V '• V' sv V!'.- .. v." v . i • ;«*»:.». •: 7 •/<:! 

Court and the Court of Appeals during the fiscal year 
are» 

, •• • — ■ . J «'. •' r. •••'■: r.f) 1 :’ f . 

1. SUPREME COURT DECISIONS 

■ - ' v ■.■••• f • « :- (r *r ...it 

(G.R. NO. L-28523 July 16. 1971) 

'SPOUSES • ANICETAS <LAGSON & LETICIA 'BASIL 10 VS. CELESTINO 
PINEDA, ET AL. 

.-.■' i 1 ' : •<: • •: •' .') • • 

REDEMPTION: SHARE TENANT CAN EXERCISE RIGHT OF. IF HE 
HAS HIS 1 OWN l RESOURCES v - It - would certainly result 
in absurdity, contradictions and injustice if a 
jivi • share tenant would be denied the’ rights r of pre^; 
emption and redemption which he seeks to exercise 
•• •>' f ' lon^his- own resources . notwithstanding that the — 

National Land Reform Council has not yet proclaimed 
'that all the, government ; machineries and agencies 
in t ^ 1 ®. region or locality envisioned in the Code are 
' Operating - which machineries ; and agencies,' parti¬ 
cularly, the Land Bank were precisely created 'to 
finance' the' acquisition - by. the Government, of landed 
estates for division and resale to small landholders, 
'■> as well as the purchase of i:the 'landholding/by the 
agricultural lessee from the landowner.' The non- 
? :V : * ‘-operation in the interval of ■'the-Land Bank and'the 
. government machineries and agencies in the region 
- r: Which'-are envisibned' : in thb Code’ to assist*'the" 

. share tenant in shedding off the yoke of tenancy 

oo’j'M.*', ■ and afford hint the 'financial assistance to eXer- 
. _cise his option to elect the leasehold system and 
'his preferential’ right of purchasing'the land 1 CUl- 
tivated by him could not possibly have been in- 
^ tehaed' by Congress to’prevent- the share tenant, • 
who is able to do so, e.g. to purchase the land, 

:tn on hie own ahd <without government assistance. -~.lt 
would be t absurd and unjust that while the govern- 
! ' ,vo Weftt is 1 unable to render such assistance', the " 

, <r share tenant would be deemed deprived of the very 
:h ' • right's' ! granted -him : by the Code which he- i& : iin a' 

position to exercise even without government assis- 
tanbe; -•» v*r*' v • > •/ ;/ h - •• /J 


a* 


qo'J'? 


» ... ..i .. „ 
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•. JURISPRUDENTIAL DEVELOPMENTS 


REDEMPTIONi HIDALGO CASE DISTINGUISHED FROM BASBAS VS . 
ENTENA . - Herein lies the distinction between the 

present case and Basbas vs. Entena (L-26255, June 30, 
•/ 1969 Kwhepe the Court. upheld the agrarian court's 
dismissal''of ’ the Tierei'nF.' tenant' s action to redeem 
tfi'e landholding‘ s old" to "a “third party by virtue of 
the tenant's failure to tender payment or consign 
the purchase price of the property. There, the 
tenant-redemptioner was shown by the evidence to 
have no funds and had merely applied for them to 
the Land Authority which was not yet operating 
in the locality and hence, the Court held that no 
part of the Code 'indicates or even hints that the 
2-year redemption period will not commence to run 
(indefinitely) until the tenant obtains financing 
from the Land Bank, or stops the tenant from secu ¬ 
ring redemption funds from some other source .'In the 
present case, the petitioners-tenants' possession 
of funds and compliance with the requirements of 
redemption are not questioned-, -the case having • 
been submitted and decided on the sole legal issue 
of the right of redemption being available to them 
as share tenants. The clear and logical implica¬ 
tion of Basbas is where the tenant has his own 
resources or secures redemption funds from sources 
other than the Land 3ank or government agencies 
’under the Code, the fact--that-the. Ipeality-;has-not 
yet been proclaimed a’ land reform-area and that.. 
such government machineries and agencies are not 
yet operating therein is of no relevance and cannot 
prejudice the tenant's rights under ‘the Code to 
•redeem the landholding." 

(G.R. NOS. 30030 & 33801 November 29, 1971) 

PHILIPPINE PACKING CORPORATION & RICARTE ABEJUELA 
VS. HON. BALDOMERO B. REYES. JUDGE. COURT OF AGRA ¬ 
RIAN RELATIONS. l4TH REGIONAL DISTRICT. NERIO MEDEL . 
ERIBERTO GABANEZ. MANUEL AJOC AND PERTONIO ABRIO . 

LABOR RELATIONS LAW: CAR} UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICE ! " 
PRELIMINARY INVESTIGATION OF UNFAIR LABOR PRAC ¬ 
TICE NOT REQUIRED IN THE AGRARIAN COURT . - The 

Supreme Court * sr rationale in Matill^no. vs . .de/- ‘.v. 
Leon, '22 SCRA 1086, for holding that there ua$j;j 
. Up need for preliminary investigation of...un- 
TfaTr labor practice -ease f iled with the '.agra-j _ 
plan court before-approval on August--8, 1963OT 
of the Agricultural Land Reform Code is equally f O 
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' •*'^P;it-dlabid' ! to such - casiesi.filed after .the? said Code, 
.took effect . ’ 5 ' *•* 


ID', f'ro'.i THERjE-IS NO'IAfa ftEOUIRING PRELIMINARY INVES¬ 
TIGATION OF UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICE CASES FILED IN THE 
AGRARIAN COURT . - There is nothing in the Agricul¬ 
tural Land Reform Cdde nor in the Rules of Court 
.which’would require the agrarian courts to con¬ 
duct a preliminary investigation before taking 
cognizance of unfair labor practice cases filed 
by- aggrieved’/parties. ' Neither''is ( such a require- 
^ ’.ment imposed by the amendments; introduced in 
Section 155 of the Code by Republic Act 6389 
: expanding'the power of the agrarian court•to Ln- 
/ blude compulsory arbitration-of agrarian ; con- ;• 
\fHcts* upon -certification by the Secretary of 


COURT OF AGRARIAN RELATIONS t WHAT RULES OF PROCEDURE 
GOVERN THE AGRARIAN COURTS ♦ - With the enactment > 
of Agricultural Land Reform Code, the Court of 
Agrarian Relations ceased to have the power to 
promulgate its own rules of procedure and became 
Subject instead to the present Rules of Court. 


ID.i PRELIMINARY INVESTIGATION. DEMANDABLE ONLY WHEN 
EXPRESSLY GRANTED BY STATUTE . - It- is a settled 

doctrine that the right to a preliminary investiga- 
., . tiop of charges, criminal or otherwise, is conferred 
by statute. In the absence of a clear statutory 
requirement that agrarian courts must conduct a 
prior preliminary investigation of unfair labor 
: practice complaint filed with them, a party's 

insistence on such preliminary investigation-can-- 
.Ajpt .prospers - - ■' J.-l' v : .;4 

; '“%2V COURT OF -APPEALS- DEC IS IONS .. ■ l.LA ... .714/2 

(CA-G.R. NO, 40830-R , July 6,"1971) 

SERGIO ;SILVANIA VS . - MAR-TA -MARTINEZ- -.V. 

SHARE • TENANCY CONTR ACT i -•NON-ACCEPTANCE'.BY._TpiA|fif ; 

OF LANDHOLDER'S SHARE IN THE EXPENSES OF PRODUCT - 
ION IF MOTIVATED BY B AD FAITH IS A VIOLATION, OF »- 
FAILURE TO FILE A CTION FOR EJECT MEN 1 ! IS EQ UIVALENT 
TO WAIVER RESULTING TO CONDONATION OR FORGIVENESS 
OF BAD FAITH. - Defendant-appellant for- his partr 

—*-— ’ ! -i 
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maintains that plaintiff's non-acceptance of 
the expenses constitutes bad faith and, thus, 
a. ground for ejecting the tenant. Defendant’s 
argument, must be ruled out on the ground of 
waiver. Assuming fof the moment (for we are • 
not prepared to rule, as there is no evidence 
submitted to prove it) that plaintiff's refusal 
to accept defendant's share in the expensesiwas 
motivated by bad faith, such.bad faith if it 
had existed at all was condoned or foraiven by 
defendant when she chose to continue to keep 
plaintiff on her land instead of filing eject¬ 
ment proceedings against him for what she consi¬ 
dered and maintained was an act of bad faith. She 
waited, instead, .until this case for change to 
leasehold was filed by her tenant to ventilate 
the question of bad faith. We believe, and so 
hold, that her conduct■is equivalent to a 
waiver which must necessarily redound to plain¬ 
tiff's benefit. 

(CA-G.R. NO. 39692-R • : July 21, 1971) 

MAXIMO MANALANG VS. AUGUSTO L. GUANZON, ET AL. 

TENANCY RELATIONSHIPt ESTABLISHMENT AND'•LIMITA TION! 

AGENT/OVERSEER OF LANDOWNER UNLESS AUTHORIZED'CANNOT 

ACCEPT TENANTS; CASE AT BAR . - The evidence shows that 
the•landowner here, Augusto Guanzon, had never come 
to an agreement with the appellant so that the lat¬ 
ter would work on the landholding in question. Even 
assuming that appellant was permitted or appointed 
by Federico de Jesus to work the land, such would 
not be-sufficient-to create the tenancy relation 
within the purview of the law, because the autho-• 
rity of- de Jesus was limited to collect or receive 
the rentals to be delivered to the Guanzon rice 
mill. 'No authority of agency for"the purpose of 
administration or management of the property was 
thus given by the landowner in.order to be bound 
by the acts of his authorized agent or represen¬ 
tative. • 

(CA-G.R. NO. 46563-R (Resolution) August 3, 1971) 

BENJAMIN TECSON VS. BERNARDO QUILANYANG .‘ v . - • 

APPEAL FROM DECISION OF CAR DOES NOT STAY EXECUTION . -. 
By specific provision of the law (Sec. 5, R.A. 

5434) appeal from the decision of the Court of 
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Agrarian Relations shall not stay thd f decision 
unless said,Court or the Court of Appeals shall, 
upon motion and after hearing, provide otherwise. 1 
By expressly repealing Section 12 of Rep. Act 
1267, which specifically prohibited execution im¬ 
pending appeal of the decisions of the Cotitt Of ' 
Agrarian Relations for the dispossession of 'a 
tenant, with the enactment of Section 8 ; , Rep. ' 

Act No. 5434 and providing in Section 5 thereof 
that appeal, shall not stay the decision or judg¬ 
ment of said Court unless the latter provides 
otherwise, it is clear that the legislative intent 
is-to give to the Court of Agrarian Relations or 
the Court of Appeals the discretion of whether or 
not to execute, pending appeal, judgments of the 
Court of Agrarian Relations for the dispossession 
of the tenant. As to whether or not this is a 
wise legislation, is not within the province i 
of the Court to determine for the wisdom, propriety 
and expediency of legislation are matters which 
are within the exclusive domain of the legislative 
department under our Constitutional scheme' of < •• 

separation of powers and the duty of the Court ■ X.*> . 

is merely to apply the law, so long as the same is 
in• harmony ' wit h the‘Constitution, ; witH'~ , ali. ‘its....’.. „.. /... 1 
faults r fldwi),* ; arid.--.defects. . Butthe legislature . "... 

must have been motivated by.;..a. j>oo.d justification 1 
in vesting on the Court of Agrarian Relations and 
•the Court' of Appeal^ 1 the power of granting or 
denying motions for execution pending appeal of 
the decisions of the Court of Agrarian Relations 
directing the dispossession of a tenant as, 
for instance, where the agricultural-lessor- 
owner is in immediate dire need of cultivating * 
his tenanted' or leased land personally in order 
to increase the income of his family while the 
tenant or agricultural-lessee is better situated 
financially than the owner of the land. In such - 
a situation, the delay in the recovery of the 
possession of the land by the landowner occasioned 
by the tenant’s appeal may work great hardship and 
consequent Injustice on the former. 

{ ’ , "■ • . • ' . ' 

(CA-G.R. NO. 37164-R' r>.v'= •' August 11, 197l)i • 

BARRIO OF LILOAN, ORMOC CITY vs. CRISTINA MARTINEZ 

vda.• .•.. ... ■ 

V n .... ; . .»•* ... , 

• ‘ • , t • . . - * I. * • * T • / . * * . * 
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‘EXPROPRI ATION; CASH DEPOSIT NOT NECFSSARV Tn ; PNTT?p» •. 
UPON POSS ESSION OF PROP ERTY» CERTIFiCATION BY• 

IB.EASURER IS DEE MED SUFFICIENT COMPLIANCE OF S EC- 
TJON 2 t RULE 67 \ CASE AT BAR • - Co nit) ending t: h a! t:'. 1 J. 

.. . S as ^ mone y should have been deposited, appellant!—^' 
insists that the writ of possession thus issued-' - .'".'• ' 

* • was null and void. Nowhere do we find from the 
. rule cited that only in cases where there is 
made a cash deposit that the plaintiff may be 
allowed to enter upon the possession of the property. 
In fact, the rule even allows the "deposit of a 
• certificate of deposit of a depository of the Repub¬ 
lic of the Philippines." In the instant cases, there 
were sufficient guarantees for the fulfillment’of 

.t-fr® purposes of deposit. The certification by the 

treasurer suffices to place the money thereinl 
.... authorized subject to the orders and final disposi- 
tion of the court. Appellant's contention, places _*_Z 
u ::™ore emphasis upon form than upon substance. Held jJIl 
••—‘that there was sufficient compliance with the rule- 
- r on deposit as contemplated by Sec. 2, Rule 67.. : =’ ; ' 


(CA-G;R. NO. 39516 

CITY' OF ZAMBOANGA VS. JUAN ALVAREZ 


September 21, 1971) 


EXPROPRI ATION: REASONABLE OR PRACTICAL NECESSI TY AND 
NOT ABSOLUTE NECESSITY IS ESSENTIAL FOR . - Itl^ThS 
true that there are other lots similarly situated" 
as the lot owned by appellant, but, as stated by 
the court a quo , a landowner cannot raise the ob¬ 
jection that there is no necessity for condemning 
his property because some other location might' be 
made, or some other property would be more suitable. 
Moreover, necessity within the rule that the par¬ 
ticular property to be expropriated must be neces- 
sary, does not mean an absolute but only a reasonable 
or practical necessity, such as would combine the 
greatest benefit to the public with the least incon- 
... r venience and expense to the condemning party and 
^property owner consistent with such benefit* (29 C.J.S. 
-386} City of Manila vs. Arellano Law College, 85: '' 

Phil* 663). That there is reasonable and practical 
necessity and therefore, genuine, is bolstered.by 
the fact that the City government had caused the . 

• construction of improvements on the lot-for park 
purposes. .• 





(CA-GiRcNO. 459.97-R. • , • September 23, 1971) 

MODESTO' SAMAR' VS'- : SABll^Q TANAL'Q'Opi ET ALSY ; ; ’ ‘'' ' / " L 

JURISDICTION! COUR T OF APPEALS j:?4AY, RETOLVE ISSUES' 
INVOLVING QUESTION OF LAW IF THE''APPEAL" ARISE S FROM 
A DECISION OF T HE 0AR ; CASE AT BAU7“~ Although the issue 
to be resolved in this case is one only of law, yet, 
this Court has the jurisdiction to entertain this 
appeal for the reason that the appeal involves a deci- 
, • sion of the Court of Agrarian Relations and under 

Section 1, Rep. Act No* .5434, the Court of Appeals 
has appellate jurisdiction over final orders or deci- 
• signs of the Court of Agrarian.Relations whether the 
appeal involves questions of fact, mired questions 
of facts and law, questions of '‘aw or all three kinds 
of questions. : • 


ID. t ID. i ID. > WH EN TENANT • PROCEEDED AGAIVST FO RMER OWN¬ 
ER FOR EX ECUTION ~0F JUDGMENT M' Tv> : OBTAI N COM ¬ 

PLETE SAT ISFACTION THEREOe’T ’HE*MAY PAOOEi : :h_IN THE EXECU ¬ 
TION OF SAl iT JUD^Nr"'AGA:aiir Al./ LANI- Bh'tiC t REASON . - 
The fact that the plaint in? had prcTceaded against 
the,former landholder but failed to obtain complete 
satisfaction of the judgment in CAR Case No. 1423- • 
Iloilo cannot be an obstacle to the plaintiff's 


lack ox any property ox tne rormor lariacwners, 
the said judgment could not be fully satisfied 
otherwise, the very purpose of Section 9 of the 
Agricultural Tenancy Act of securing the rights ; 
of the tenant where the ownership of the land 
tenanted by him is transferred to another would 
be defeated. There is nothing in said Section 9 
•of said act from which it cculd be in the leasts 
inferred that if the tenant, proceeds against,the,- 
former owner, he is deemed.to have waived'his right 
to-proceed against the former owner’s'transferee* 

. ID. i ID. i ID- ? OBLIGATION 0.7 FORMER OWNFR TO TENAN T t NOT 

PERSONAL IN CHARA CTEtiT ^7e "f xnd ' no’rcerit in the con- 
' tention that the judgment in CAR Case No. 1423" 1 
Iloilo is personal to defendants therein, Rosita 
Jara Mesa and Lorata Geroche so that said judg¬ 
ment cannot be enforced against the herein defend¬ 
ants. Section 9 of the Agricultural Tenancy Act 
expressly provides that the obligations of the 
former landowner to the tenant is transmitted to 
the transferee, hence- the obligations of Rosita 
Jara Mesa under the judgment in CAR Case No. 1423- 
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, ( Xb I&fttlp- are: transmitted to transferee-defendants'. 
(CA-G.R; ;,7 Nt). : 44732-R 1 " 'V' ! ■■■■■' A' Vn-»,\ 

LEON GALiNOAN VS.'HON, BIENVENIDO D. CHlNGCUA^ciiD^^^L. 

DECISIO N OF THE CARt IMMEUTA TETY EXECUTORY. 1 Vattt'tott' 

TTcomply w ith the writ 

*fMAL IS^A GKUUND FOR R jh'CTMENT- UNlW^O ^:-";,/; 
J6|. „PAR t . oj M -MH - Section 12 of Republic Act No, ' 

Aof 7 Nn aS ^?? Pleme ?^ e ? ? y Section 5 of Republic 
: 'fh5 ® x P lLC3 -tly states that decisions of- 

"-IkecnthS^^h .' A g ra F ia ? Relations are:dinmediLafcefy^; 
■~^^^S® y:, '' A u hlp ? : "" s ' :tm P ly ' ^ eans "that-the -prevajMngB 

te?H‘' he ’ :r J 8ht t0 exact com Pl iance- withr;-thP~ 

terms of the judgment as embodied in the writ-, of 
execution by the losing^ party., It thus stands. " 

° n S h u P the herei - n petitioner, despitfe the 
r£o d nc , y of hls a PPeal '. iii CAR Case No. 5222-NE- 
1 V?^ ou gh : t to have complied with.his undertaking 

- SScoA !j he 4 Bo dsmen ^ tendered, against him by the 
... fpondent Court in. said case; and his failure 

r 5S^°p Sp T S ’ ** petreetly held by the respon- . 
■tEl9 ? Urt \f J us tifiable cause for his eject¬ 
ment (.Sec. 36, paragraph 6, Rep. Act No. 3844) 

rrrL AL? :.! AILURE . 0F PARTY T 0 avail of such remedy , 

EFFECT OF . - After receiving the adverse decision, 

e.h'w not h in 6 in the way of appealing from the 
? a ?? b ^, ? lm Ply sought to nullify the proceedings " 
against mm by a petition for relief from judg¬ 
ment which was, however, rejected in the lower , . 
cpurt .-s-inee the ground^ratiegfed. therein did-not - 
at all appear meritoriousV-Withthisdevelop-'- 
J?^ t A -5 etLt i oner co uld then have. appealed from • ' 
the.Order of respondent Court'of 1 December 13, 1969, 
dismissing his petition io'r relief from judgment, 

V? d i2 nothl ng of the sort, 'it is'thus iiidu- 
^ abbe uB hat P etLt loner has irretrievably, lost " 
the right to invoke thfereip^Idlejs^ prop’ej:^tp case• 

(CA-G.R..NO. 42066-R . ’ October 4l Q7i ^ 

MARIANITO JiMON VS. MAXINlijo.'jABiDANbo ’ W/1J 

TENANCY RE LATIONSHIP; BLOOD RELAT ION DO NOT PRECLUDE 
M l PlC A L RELATION AS , 

P ARTIES . - The blood- relation between-Ignacia-rSoi-as--- lJ v; 
and plaintiff-appellee as mother. andy son ■doeamidfe^-"' 

, 'irPSxP^-V^®-* juridical relation. as landholderVieftant™" 
be^een them, where, the,.former is the civil les- 
•;®.. the., holding ^and the latter was permitted 
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to work the same on share basis. It may admittedly 
(rT be very irare, as are tenancy relations between. 
j;. vbrpfcfaers (see De, Gracia vsf De Gracia, CA-GvJEi. v ;• 
No. 41371-R, August 25, 1971), but there is no 
lega?.: impediment to the. saip* . 


(CA-G.R. Nor 413810-R 
CECIL10' P. DE LEON VS. 


• 7 , *.• October 8 y' I 

LAUROv CALPA CRUZ.' ET^AL.; 






EJECTMENT: GROUND FOR: PLANTING OF DIFFERENT CROP IN 
VIOLATION OF TENANCY AGREEMENT MUST BE ON THE ENTIRE 
LANDHOLDING AND NOT ONLY ON A PORTION THEREOF .- - The 
provision of Section 50 (d)of Republic Act No.: 

1199, otherwise known as the Agricultural Tenancy 
Actas- amended, to the effect that one ,of the ■ 

' sufficient, causes for dispossession of a. tenant 
•from his landholding is when he uses the land, for 
-a purpose other than that- specified by agreement 
of\.the parties, applies only when the entire land- 
holding and not merely a portion thereof is planted 
during the whole agricultural year to any crop or 
used for any purpose other than that specifically 
agreed upon by the parties. 

(CA-G. R. No. 45559-R ' ' "-“October 13;, 197i).f" : ; 

THE MINDANAO CONGRESS OF LABOR, ET AL. VS. THE'FIRE-■ 
STONE-TIRE AND RUBBER COMPANY OF THE PHILIPPINES, 

ET AL. 


UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICE: DISMISSAL OF EMPLOYEES FOR . 

CAUSE NOT CONSTITUTIVE OF; CASE AT BAR . - Since the 
workers did not possess the! special skill and the 
degree of efficiency required by the company in 
connection with its business, their, dismissal by 
the latter was fully justified under Article II, 
Section 2 of its bargaining agreement with the- 
union (Folder of Exhibits, pp. 13-14), which ■ 
stipulates in favor of the management, the sole 
and exclusive right to discharge employees for 
cause. Hence, the lower court did not err in 
holding that their dismissal did not constitute 
an unfair, labor practice. r ., v • r,v 


j; 




STRIKE: UNION LEADERS RESPONSIBLE FOR ILLEGAL" : •;••• tt ~ / v 
WALKOUT OF MEMBEES^dSVEN IF NOT PRESENT DURING V--— 
STRIKE: CASE AT MR . -It is admitted that appet- 
.. lant Elino Coronas, as the union chapter president, 
actually.led his co-employees in effecting said 
strike on the date in question.-; But the question 
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is ratSfe'dfr^arding‘;'-th^*: ; paj^:icipat : ion of appellant 
Robert6;”M^no, * who,;" in support of his. allegation 
of unjust 1 dismissal bn account of his : union activi¬ 
ties, further alleges that he was not present during 
the strike a's he'was supposedly in another project 
of the company at Bulokanon, Cotabato. We think, 

• ‘•however', that even assuming his claim to be true, 
he is nonetheless responsible as' one of the leaders 
of the strike inasmuch as he himself admitted 
'• : ■ during the; trial that he knew in advance about‘the . 
wildcat strike being planned by the union? that he 
never admonished the union members against proceeding 
with their plan to strike; and that, r he, in fact, 

: also gave;..an , opinion--in -favor of -the - strike (fsn,- , 
pp. 34-41, January 20‘, 1969). ' Said appellant must- 
have known that the mere expression of his opinion 
favoring the strike was bound to be translated into 
action by the.union members, who also looked up to 
him as one of their local leaders. He did not 
actually have to be present at Sikatulan in. order 
to carry out hiS role as a strike leader. The actual 
- execution' 6 f the union leader's decision to strike 
was after all apparently left to the leadership 
of appellant Elino Coronas. 

(CA-GY R.•No. 36277-R October 21, 1971) 

WILFREDO NOLASCO VS; GERONIMO PERPETUA, ET AL. ,: 

TENANCY RELATIONSHIP: ESTABLISHMENT OF; WHERE LANDOWNER 
IS CHARGEABLE WITH KNOWLEDGE THRU HIS OVERSEER OR AGENT. - 
For a tenancy relationship to exist it is not even' 
necessary that' the consent be given wholeheartedly, 
nor that the landholder should have personal knowledge 
of-'-theu'cultivation of the land by -.another in- the epn- 
. c.qpt ■ of tenant- : as long as- he--is chargeable-with khow- 
;ledge- thru -h-is -bverseer-.or- agent. Consent under these 
circumstances is implied-.- (CAR Case 842 Iloilo, 1959, 
February 6 , I960; CAR Case 2731 Bulacan, 1959, March 
22, 1960, both cited.in Montemayor, supra, p. 34, 

Sec. 7, RA 1199, as amended). 

- •• - rnjj '-on tv \ 

• (GA-G. R. No. 44290-R 1 ,'-’ ; ' r dctober*2Z; 1971) 

DIONISIA A. SANTOS, : assisted'by her husband, AMBROSlO 
SANIOS-FUENTE VS. VICTOR PAROCHA ’ ' 

ATTORNEY'S FEES: RAISOND' ETRE FOR AWARD OF; CASE AT 
BAR. - As to the attorney's fees, we would be doing the 
law profession a disservice if we disallowed it. It 
5 stands to reason that a• lawyer's appearances arid 
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handl ing of a suit' in court are enough ••raison 
d'etre for his: honorarium. There, i? ; no need . fop/ 

.. ;-the lawyer to • prove to the court the, extent; of his 
/services■.,?■:• -the court in which.: he appears and. : 
where the- case is tried and concluded* can;see and 
judge, for itself.-i We.hold.that the award-of,; jo 
r200>00 attorney's fees is indeed extremely modest, 
• to say the least. r; •• r • • : .. 


(CA-G.R,. No. 46000-R i October-25 , 1971) 

CEF3RIN0 AYDALIA VS. LUIS LOS ■ BANOS AND SOFIO -T.. 
MAGAYANES • . .. ; .... .. 


PRESCRIPTION^ ACTIONS FOR VIOLATION OF TENANCY CONTRACTS t 
LAWS A PPLICABLE; CASE AT: BAR ; - x x xIt appears, from 
the-petition that the alleged tenancy. contract--between 
ther plaintiff and the. defendant-landowner is oral, 
iPursuant to Article 1^45 of the.Civil Code of;the 
Philippines the.present action should have been/ 
commenced within six years.from January 1963 when the 
I r./ri defendant-landowner allegedly! violated .the/oral con¬ 
tract of tenancy by ejecting ; the plaintiff.illegally. 
And i the act ion by the plaint if f , by reas on of the.r 
illegal acts of the defendant-landowner..- should-have 
been brought within four years from January 1963 
according to Article 1146 of the-same Code., Both : -•> 
Articles 1145, and 1146 -of, the; Civil Code of the vy //- 
Philippines, not being inconsistent with R.A. No. 

u5 r0 .. a PP.l /cable to; tenancy contracts. <; . : -^v• 


(CA'-G.R.< N6, i 43116-R November ”5 

EUGENIA PASCUAL VS. DOMINADOR VERGEL DE- DIOS /••• 




TENANCY RELATIONSHIP t DEATH OF THE TENANT-t r.UNACkNOW - 
-• LEBGED i NATURAL CHILD HAS MO SUCCESSIONAL .RIGHTS 
.. .REMEDY, OF UNACKNOWLEDGED NATURAL . CHILD TO BE - ENTITLED 
TO -SUCCEED AS TENANT t CASE AT BAR .: - x x x.'-When ; the 
:■!>- Land Reform- Code speaks of the descendant' s right 
po: succession ft must. be construed ,tp refer to, the 
term "descendant" as. used and understood:ip; the i 
law on succession. And, since under our law on 
succession, an acknowledged natural', child is. entitled 
' to' 1 succeed, • this sect ion should bp 'int erpreted; to; r .(• 
include him as qualified .to ;s.ucceed. to the, tenure, ; 
specially where, as in this case, there is a default 


_of ;;a . legitimate . desCendant' ;whq;will succeed' Daniel) 
Fernando 1 in the holding:. ~!ffbweyerv ; '’since 1 Tunde’rTf A?! 

• ■ Art . 276: of the Civil Code, plaintiff Armando -.. 

Fernando, a natural child, who is not acknowledged, 
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has not (right ! to • succeed ( Cagtiioa' s • C iVil ; Cpd^ ' 1959 
ed. •pr t 308) he mayi• 'therefore/ : Stfdceb<i"as tenant 
only after he has brought and successfully prdAe- ■' 
cuted the action for his recognition under Art. ; ^ 

285 of the Civil Code..: The lower court, therefore, 
correctly dismissed this complaint without prejudice 
to refiling the'same after plaintiff a minor 
at the time of the institution of this complaint - - 
has secured his recognition as the late Daniel 
Fernando’s natural child. 

(CA-G.R. Nos. 46162-R November 17, 1971) 

46181-R & 46225-R 

DOMINGO GATUS VS. ADELA CAfilZARES ^ 

T“" ** . ** .•:* *• ] 

PRE-EMPTION: SEC. 11 OF THE AGRICULTURAL LAND REFOR M"" 

CODE SHODLD.3E^.V,IEl^ED-..irCTOE^LIGkX-,OFl.SECS75i. (llV ”. 

AND 74--QF-.-THS-'--SAME--CQSE4—REASON^ -Sec. 11 of the 
Agricultural ..Land Reform -Code—should be Viewed in 
the light of Section 51 (11) arid' 74 of the same '* 

Code.' . While Chapter 1, Section 11 of the Agri- . ‘ 
“cultural Land' Reform Code gives the agricultural 
'• lessee the preferential right to buy the land he." ' 

... tills in case the agricultural lessor decides to 
;,v sell ;i it ; : it is - at once apparent - and this had 
been taken cognisance of by Congress - that in 
many cases the agricultural lessee would not 
have the means'with which to pay immediately the 
full price of the land, hence he needs the help • 
of the Land Authority which is empowered by 
Section 51 (11) of the Land Reform Code to acquire 
the land, pay for it and resell it to the agricul-’ 
turdl leSsee under easy terms. (2 Montemayor's *. 
Labor,’' Agrarian and Social Legislation 396% • 

^ To-deprive the agricultural lessee of the 
right of pre-emption oh the ground that the 
Land Bank has not made an actual tender and/or 
consignation of what is believed to be fair 
price, will, in ef fect nullify the.beneficient 

provisions of Sections 11, 51 and 74 of the Land .“V 

Reform Code. 

ID. :’CASE AT BAR DISTINGUISHED FROM BASF.AS CASE . - 
Coming back to the case of Basbas vs. Entena, 
supra . as we have therefore stated, we fully = 
agree that tender of payment and/or consig- 
natidh is necessary. However, in the case at -jvi; . 


bar'the'rationale in the Sastias case does not 1 
applys.'i As well argued by Agrarian Counsel, the 
dangerssought to be avoided in said caSe is not 
present in-this caser Plaintiffs’ offer to 
pre-empt 1 the : landh61ding in question iS clear 
arid'-certain, and the Land Authority and ; the ■ 
Land* Bank have unquestionably asserted'’their 
•capabilities to make the-necessary deposit - 
once.the just and reasonable value-of the land- 
holding is fixed by the Court; with assurance 
that payment will not depend upon the availa¬ 
bility of funds •. 


(CA-G.R. No. 45473-R •' ' Novemb er' 26 ,r 197 !) 

KARCELIMO PALAD, ET AL. VS. AGUSTIN GOPEZ 

• V / •- ■" ■ ’ ■ > • .. r ; ; * V. • . ' tr\ : ’PiV ■ 
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CASE AT BAR. - According tO'Sec. 74 of the Agricul¬ 
tural Land Reform Code, the Land Bank of >the Philip¬ 
pines was created to finance the' 1 acquisitiloh by ithe 
Government of landed estates "as well as the purchase 
of the 1 landholding by■the agricultural lessee from- 
the landowner", and under Sec. 75 (3) and (4) thereof 
"to acquire'and "to x x x dispose of the same" and- 
"to sue'and be-sued" and ! "make- contracts" . - In the 


exercise f of such powers the intervention of the 
Land Authority'is not required. ' ■ 


•• \The term "purchase"- mentioned in Section 74fof-'‘< 
the Agricultural Land Reform Code should'be inter- 
preted td^mean all kinds'-of purchase by the agri- - n 
cultural lessees, whether it is effected through ' ‘ ‘ 
the exercise ofnre-emption or redemption or by 
the expropriation or through-negotiated sale. 

When the idw does not distinguish* the court 'should 
not makO a distinction. •- 


ID: ID.: R.At 3844 SHOULD BE CONSTRUED ACCORDING • ' '' >" 

TO SPIRIT OR INTENTION. - The 1 Agricultural Land Reform 
Code in order to attain its objective to ’Ultimately 
give the tenants a farm of their own to cultivate, 
has granted-them the right .of ..preremptiinn and rad amp- • 
tion. We believe that it is not alien ; to tIie : ^ l ' D 
intention 1 and purpose of Congress in creatingi .the:.'.... 
Land Bank to finance the purchase of agricultural'' 
lands by agricultural lessees from the landowners -i 
effected through the exercise of the right to 
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redemption. Statutes should be construed 
according to its spirit or intention, disregard¬ 
ing as far as necessary the letter of law 

JnS p »?.? nd «J?? s vs * Court of Tax Appeals, 

XyU Phil # 855 ) • 

(CA-G.R. No. SP-00218-R November 29. 1971 s ) 

DOMINGO GUARTE VS. FILOMENO S. GAPULTOS, ETC., ET AL. .• 

JUDGMENT: EXECUTION P ENDING APPEALi CAR HAS W TDE 

DEGREE OF DISCRETION TO STAY ITS DECISION O R NOT 

PENDING AP PEAL* CASE AT BAR . — In spite of the 
decision of this Court in the case of Reyes vs. 
Orotia (CA-G.R. No. 43348-R, March 12, 1970), 
wherein the Special 5th Division of this Court in 
a 3 to 2 voting ruled that under Section 5 of 
Rep. Act No. 5434 there can be no execution of 
the judgment of the Court of Agrarian Relations ... im¬ 
pending appeal where the decision is for the 
dispossession of a person adjudged as tenant, we 
feel constrained, after a more extensive re-exami-- 
nation of the issues involved in the present 
petition, to hold on to the view that Section 5 of/ ? 
Rep. Act 5434 gives to the Agrarian Court a wide " 
degree of discretion to stay its decision or not 
pending appeal and in the exercise of such 
discretion, where the respondent Court found 
that rtJjiQ stay of its own decision pending appeal 
would .not only create an irreparable injury and ... 
injustice to private respondent because of the 
continuous deprivation of her lawful share of • 
the harvest of her land but also a threat of 
losing her only piece of land over which accor -> > 

ding to the records the petitioner has already. 
taken steps to acquire for himself with the ■• r) V 1 , ; 
Bureau of Lands, we are not prepared to hold , j 
respondent court to have committed a grave 
abuse of discretion in not staying its deci- >/'. 
sion pending appeal,, for it is not without good 
reason in doing it. /; 


(CA-G.R., No. 43992-R December 16, 1971) 

PRIMITIVO NOLASCO, ETC. VS. CASPAR RANOCO 
GERONIMO S. RIBAYA, INTERVENOR 

CARi, .JU RISDICTION: QUESTION OF OWNERSHIP BEYOND • 
JURISDICTIO N OF CAR . - Under the law, the ques¬ 
tion of ownership of the land cannot be deter- 
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. mined by the*/Court of Agrarian Relations‘.oaSa '' v 
thefidetermination ;of : that question - f alls within 
the exclusive jurisdiction of the’Court of First : * 
Instance., .f V. ' .v ■ . ** 

(CA-G.R. No. 43808-R December 20, 1971) 

ALFONSO BANZON, ET AL. VS. ROSENDO-ROQUE- • 

CONTRACTS: AGREEMENT FOR A PARTY TO BE A SHARE 

TENANT AND FARM FA50RER IN SAME' LANDHOLDING:. . ..;' J : DC U 

CASE AT BAR.' -It" may"•inideed^-appear ;unusuatV ' ,% 'h ••' »£, 10 . 

that defendant is ' 'a hired. farm " laborer • wit ffife A !• S71&.1- 

respect to the "panag-ulan"'of the* "said" land** io ‘' 
holding, while he is a .share tenant with respect' “ 
to/the-"panag-araw" of the same landholding, 
but such is the proven agreement between the 
parties, and-said peculiarity cannot be made 
to override.the said agreement which is the law 
between, the parties. • : •: • ; : 

(CA-G.R. ‘No.- 38967-R January 3, 1972) !\ 

IRENEO MINA, ET AL. VS, MAGDALENA : SANGALANG, ET AL. « 

ANNULMENT-'OF CONTRACTWHO MAY BRING ACTION FOR-. 

It has been held in a long line of decisions 
that an action to annul a contract may be . • : ■ •••• 

brought by ,the. f cl lowing: .(1) those who .are ; : 
obliged principally or -subsidiarily under the - 
contract - : (Arp. • 1397,,.. Civ.il Code-, Art . 1301,: vow 

Old Civil- Coder; rOng-vs i Jariel, -17 :Ph‘il.- 244}' or ?; 
Wolf son vSr., Estate,, of Marinez, -ZOPhi?.; 940 j 3441 r 
Conception. vs -,. Sta. ,Ana, 87 ;PJhil. 787, 792 ; - . •:-.! 

ArmeUfti^i, vsi.j jPatrviarca., 17 .SCRA. 1253 ■ 125.7): .. ; r 

(2) the, parties, or, .pqr^ons who. bear -such- ■ • . 
relation, tp . tjhje. qq-ntract -£hat f it: interferes . 

with thqir rights.-and interests (Cook -vs>.: 
McMickirig v 27, Phil. 10,- 12, -.Lime vs-.r-Doc Mac. « • ■ 

Kin /unrepprt.e^/, !? i(12.^hii LT71.,. ;l f 1.7:2*)i jancV,. 

(3) -a,-person-who is hqt-q party; obliged 

principally or subsidiarily . ..if he is • • , 

prejudiced in his rights with respect to one 
/of-.tjhe contracting parties, and can. show t;he . 
detriment which would-positively result to him , / :r\ 
from the contract in which he had no interyen- ,-ry 
tion (Teves vs. PHHC, L-21498, June 27, 1958, 

23 SCRA--1141-1,172;, ; citing, Ibauez vs.. Hongkong 

and Shanghai: - Bankv~'22 “Phi 1~.^ 58417 585~("See "TearraltieTf-; • 

vs. VagUidafiV Noj.;/j>2d571, .May 3d,pt9.69F ' 
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SCRA p. 393, at- p». 398j also Koran, I Comments 
on the Rules of Court 1970 ed., pp. 141-149, 
and as• 22 - f and g) It- is, therefore, clear 
that aside from those who are privies to the 
contract and/or who are obliged thereunder 
principally or subsidiarily, third persons who 
stand;to be prejudiced in their-rights may 
bring an action to artriul a contract. '• ." \ 


ID-.. ID. > PRIVATE AGRICULTURAL LANDS.; ACQUISIT ION 
BY GOVE RNMENT THROUGH NEGOTIATED SALE FOR RESA LE - 

TO TENANTS; TENANTS" THOUGH NOT PARTIES" TO THE - 

CONTRACT OR ARE PRINCIPALLY OR SUBSIDIARILY LIABLE 
THEREUND ER HAVE THE RIGHT TO BRING AN ACTION FOR 
ANNULMEN T; CITING CASES OF TEVES AND YTURRALDEt 
CASE AT BAR. - Plaintiffs below, seek the declaration 
of the nullity of the deeds Annexes A and B, not 
as a party to the deed, or that they are prin¬ 
cipally or subsidiarily liable thereunder, but 
because they have an interest affected by the 
deeds. This interest in turn consists in 


that the estate will be resold to them in lots 
by the -vendee, and, therefore, the price at 
which the same will be sold to them (appellants) 
depend upon the acquisition cost from the 
vendor under the deed of sale. Thus Annex A, 
the deed of sale, executed on May 9, 1963 
specifically states - - 


"2, That at the instance of the 1 

tenants of the property by virtue of a 
petition filed with the VENDEE for the . 
purpose, the latter had initiated the 
purchase of the above-described parcel 
of land from the VENDOR for the purpose 
of reselling the same, after subdivi¬ 
sion thereof into farm lots to her bona- . . . 

fide tenants and occupants pursuant to 
the provisions of said Republic Act No. 

1400, as amended." .. . 

It follows from the foregoing that herein apr •" 
pellants, plaintiffs below, had the right to : ’ 
bring the action for annulment under Art. 1397- 
Civil Code, as interpreted in the cases cited -! 
principally that of Teves vs. PHHC and lately, . 
Yturralde vs. Vagilidad. The Teves case in ..■• 
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fact is - not only, substantially similar in re¬ 
gard ta the legal ist&ues raised, but even in 
the nature of the action - - plaintiffs in • 
both cases are the beneficiaries of our land ' 

redistribution program. ” 

ID.: ID.: FACT THAT CONTRACT HAS BEEN :PERFECTED AND ■ 
PARTLY CONSUMMATED WITH THE PARTIAL PAYMENT MADE 
TENANTS MAY STILL COME AND OBJECT AT THIS LATE STAGE : 
REASONS: CASE AT BAR . - The: findijig.jqf the. .lower..courts';, 
to the effectj..that about.50%..or.^35.0.,.0.00*00.had.J.’ 
already beenpaid,to..defendant. Sahgalans as: part- .’ 
of the -.purchase ..-price notwithstanding, .we find...... 

and so.. , .hQ.ld. : .that.. this.act ion. for..nullity. still .... .... 

lies, and", appellants™ tenants. - ■ r .plaintiffs. ..below 
1 Should be afforded their day in court -to 
prove firstly that the contract is null and void • 
for failure 'to comply’ with the requirements 
of Sec. 607 of the Revised Administrative Code, 
and/or, secondly, that the consideration for the 
landholding is too onerous or its acquisition 
is tainted with corruption, i.e. the claim - - 
unconscionable if true and orejudicial to plain¬ 
tiffs' interest - - that the 289 hectare farms 
allegedly purchased by respondent Sangalang 
for P20,000.00 only had been sold to and’acquired 
by the government for 1709,708.74.-. Thus, in 
the Teves case, the PHHC had entered into a 
contract with co-defendant, Kelisando L. Santos, 
and the Transfer Certificate of Title had been 
issued in the latter's name.' These, notwith¬ 
standing, the case was remanded to ti e Court 
below for further proceedings with the view of 
setting aside the questioned sale already'per¬ 
fected ' between defendants PHHC and Santos." 1 

(CA-G.R. No*. 47367-R January 6, 1972) 

SEVERINO NAJES VS. FEDERICO LIBO-ON 

F * • • 

CAR; PROCEDURE ; DECISION BASED ON COMMISSIONER'S 
REPORT LAWFUL . - A decision based on a commissioner's 
report is riot in violation of the due process 
as long as the commissioner's report is sup--"'i m ¬ 
ported by'evidence on record and the parties were i 
given an opportunity to be'heard ; and were re-: 
presented by counsel. • Such decision, even if 'iit •' 
is based on the Commissioner's report f is-lawful' 
for it meets the requirements of the due process 
of law. 
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(CA-G.R. NO. 46727-R January 26, 1972) 

ARTEMIO ARAMBULO VS. LUIS CONICON 

EJECTMENT! PERSONAL CULTIVATION AS GROUND FOR ALREADY 
ELIMINATED .BY REP. ACT NO. 6389. - The ground of per¬ 
sonal cultivation as one of the grounds for the 
ejectment of an agricultural lessee under section 
36 (l) of Republic Act No. 3844 is now eliminated 
and substituted by the ground that "the landhold¬ 
ing is declared by the department head (Depart¬ 
ment of Agrarian Reforms) upon recommendation of 
the National Planning Commission to be suited for- 
residential, commercial, industrial or some other 
urban purposes, provided that the agricultural 
lessee shall be entitled to disturbance compen- ■ 
sation equivalent to five times the average of 
the gross, harvests on his landholding during 
the last: five preceding years". Section 7, Rep. r . 
Act No. 6389);. \ ' ■ 

STATUTES! EFFECT OF REPEAL OF SEC. 36 (l) OF REP. ACT 
NO. 3844 BY SEC. 7 OF REP. ACT NO. 6389 ON PENDING 
EJECTMENT CASES! AUTHORITIES CITED . - Since Congress 
had not provided for any saving clause in Repub¬ 
lic Act No. 6389 with respect to cases pending in' 
Court for the ejectment of agricultural lessees 
on the ground that the agricultural lessor-owner 
or a member of his immediate family will personally 
cultivate the landholding involved as authorized 
under section 36 par. 1, Rep. Act No. 3844, then 
the instant case should be dismissed for it is 
settled that the repeal defeats all actions and 
proceedings pending under the repealed statute 
at the time of its repeal including those which 
are pending appeal. . . .. 

"As a general rule the repeal of 
statute without reservation takes away 
all remedies given by the repealed sta¬ 
tute and defeats all actions and proceed-. - 
ings pending under it at the time of its " • 
repeal (Gates vs. Orborne, 19 L. Ed. 786i 
^Louisville & N.R. Co. vs. Western Union;. 

Telegraph Co., 268 F. 4 (Cert, den 41’S. 

' Ct. 147, 254 U.S. 650, 65 L. Ed. 457). The 
rule is especially applicable to the re*-: 
peal of statutes creating a cause of act* 
ion (Callet v. Alioto, 290 P. 438j Western 
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f . Union Te. Co. v. Lumpkin, 26 S. E. 74), pro- 
v 'viding a''remedy not known to the -common • ‘ • < - 

law or conferring jurisdiction where it .' i ?*. 
did not exist before, and abates p roceed" 
■^irig&^^ndlhRlMen rafter.;judRmeht 'buCTe f : 

“ f •' forte the entry thereof or • pending-appeal. IV. i 

A sii it‘"the Continuance of which is depend ^ 

; : arit upon the statue repealed Stops inhere ■ v• .*• •' n 
! the‘repeal finds it (South Carolina v. Gail-' 
-lard-, 101 U.S. "43TJ" C59 C.J, 1189-1190* - 
Underscoring supplied). ; • 

(CA-G.R. • No; ; 45726-R January 31, 1972 ) 

LEONGIO^DE LA CRUZ, ET AL. VS. SIMEON GARCIA, ET : AL.'V 
LAND AUTHORITY'-'AND LA® BANK OF* THE' PHILIPPINES‘tnr 
Interveridrs-Appellarits. 1 •• 5 L; •/. !' 

PRE-EMPTIO N/REDEMPTIONt DEPARTMENT OF AGRARIAN-'; 
REFORM• A® LAND' ‘BANK. OF THE PHILIPPINES ARE!.REAL- 
PARTIES IN INTEREST IN CASES OF? CASITatTbAr;- ■ tu 


it-.tM'^ahI^h:te3r^:iL-Lhjec tcof the;; vi 
instant''action and.IolQfa:Mti3:M0tKe:-.reM§fC: 7A N. 
demanded (Sec . 2i'Rul6"3 ; ; Rfev.- Rules' of Court7.i 
Indeed under Republlc : Act 3844 • and Republic ;•: : 
Act;*6389 it’is-the‘duty of the Land Authority;; a; 
now 'Department of ‘Agrarian Reform-, to acquire 
vfor'agricultural lessees exercising their r 
right ' - ‘of ! pre-empt ion and redempt ion under thei JJ 
Agricultural Land Reform- Cede* any landholding 
mentioned thereunder Hence,* no f inal deter-* • 
miriat-ion of >* pre-empt ton. and^ redempt ion cases ; j- 
c an b'O ■ had if the * ‘Land Authority; : now - Depart - > 
merit'of- Agrarian Reform, is not included; as a '.;; 
party. The Land Bank of the Philippines;being 
the financing arm of the Land Authority, now 
Department.'of • Agrarian Reform, • is equally a 
real party in thterest-," • •:* .• i. 

-:r - -> . .y- rj> 

(CA-G.Ri Ndgv455'49-5l».R' '. : .l; February Q,. 1972) 

TITO PALLER,- ET -AL. .VS TE0D0R0 ■ DUMALAGAN -n.;: 

T* r. * t . . .. , ... .! 

»* 1 •' • J • t * ;■'/ ' ; n‘; rr 

TENANCY t DEFIND '.- : Tenancy is "the temporary pos- 
sessiori >pf : what "be longs, to another" j a- holding 
of a mode of. holding, an .estate"'>■’ ’.'a, piecenor 
parcel' of' land held by .another" (Webster '. Inter- 

natibnaL‘Diotionary)i ■ r: v r i; .. ; 

T.) .'.If'/' ff ♦. r . ». to 

f. . •..*... * ...»v i . * ?. w ■’ r ‘ i' f i J t V J :• j. .1 K.. . i. ; f 


je 
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TENANCY RELAlIONr ESSENTIAL ELEi:£NTS.'OP i INHERE CON ¬ 
SIDERATION ‘IS NOT PART OF THE' PRODUCE BUT FART OF - 
COCONUTS PLANTED TOGETHER WITH THE' LAiD~ON WHICH " ...... 

THEY A HE PLANTED, TENANCY RELATION IS MOT CHANGED i • •. 
CASE AT BAR .- x x x The fact that- the consideration* - - 
for the labor of the tenant is not a part of the 
proouce-f—but-a pairtV]jf..the, cocon uts -planted *and ; . 
the ’larid 'oniihich they; are planted ,’ .did"nbjb 
change the relation, for under-Sec ! ;-nil76f‘theVT^'' 
Agricultural Tenancy_ Act "the 'landholder artdthe- 
tenant shall be free to enter into any or’all • ■* 
kinds of tenancy contract as long!as they are 
not'.contrary to lawy-morals, and public policy" . 


1 .. ' s *: * 


■ *'7 


CARi JURISDICTIONt CONTROVERSY.- : INVOLVING A RELATION ¬ 
SHIP IN THE’ CULTIVATIOPVA'ND - -USE OFiAGRICULTURAL LAND 
WITHIN JURISDICTION OF CARCASE AT BAR .- If..one;' 
party owns -a parcel of land and. the other con- •*■ 
tributes his labor by cultivating and plant¬ 
ing, the land, he is engaged in production. Where- 
ever and whenever a party engages in agricultural, - 
production through his labor oh the land of ril 
another, and a controversy arises, there certain¬ 
ly is a dispute involving a relationship in the 
cultivation, i and-u^e._bf..agriculturaInland. The 
mere fantith&ti.^plaintiffs how claim .to be bwnfjr§".nT 
of 1/2: -of 'the' land which haCd^ ; been ! "pfanted*'by‘"fildiri 
with coconuts ’ does hot deprive - -the Court of wAgra^"“ 
ri.an Relations 1 of jurisdiction - for. the controver¬ 
sy arose 1 from a "tenancy relation or* from "the cul¬ 
tivation and r; 'use 'of agricultural land: where one 
of the parties - works the land" . - rThe ownership, 
of thC'Vahd-Which - is claimed 'by *-the pla.in.tiff is 
the" price ; or 7 consideration due. to them for work-, 
ing 6 ft 'the ilhftd : of the defendant and arose ifro/Ti-.t 

an agrarian relations'.' . ; v . ,. , v -,. <. .... w i.. 


: = :.l .i. 


, i f ■•:*,,.. *. 


(CA-G.R, No. 462 : 63'-R '<• . March 13-,; 1972) 

FIDEL HERNANDEZ, ;ET AIVWSv CAYETAMQ*.DE ; -BORJA • 

SHARE' TENANCY: CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE PRODUCTION " 
ONCE SHCULDERED : BY'ONE PARTY, REIMBURSEMENT THERE -. 
OF NOT ALLOWED AFTER■THE PHASE OR PHASES OF-WORK - 
•REQUIRED IN THE JOINT UNDERTAKING SHALL, HAVE BEEN 
COMPLETED; SEC;'.34; RAV199 CONSTRUEDr CASE AT BAR . 
What this-'provision means is that the defend-, 
ant could not be compelled ;by the plaintiffs 
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to ^ccept reimbursement of the t:rarisplanting■*“:• 
expenses for*-the purpose of:• inereaslngltheifc^if &r;* 5 p‘ 
share in the: produce • And the landowner or ~ ■" 
lessee has a right to refuse the reimbursement, 
of his. contribution. r 

ID. I ID. ? PARTIES MAY HOWEVER STIPULATE THAT’THERE 

BE REIMBURSEMENT. - But like in any other contract, 
tenancy contracts are subject to .the will and . 
control of the parties? and as long as the 
tenant, does, not receive* less than the share • 
which is granted him by law, the agreement must 
perforce be valid. The defendant had volunta¬ 
rily accepted reimbursement of the, transplanting, 
expenses. He thus waived the right granted him ‘ v .v- 
by law? and as this waiver was made after the r % 
right has arisen, it is valid as it is not contra*^ " 
ry to law, morals, public policy, or order. 


(CA-G.R. No. 42890-R March 15,19721 

PRUDENCIO SAN DIEGO VS. POTENCIANQ S. SANTIAGO/ 

EJECTMENT? MORTGAGING OF TENANCY RIGHTS A VIOLA - ,/ 

TION OF LAW HENCE A GROUND FOR EJECTMENT? CASE \ 

AT BAR . - As .clearly evidenced by the corresponcl-- r , 
ing document executed by appellant on December 
30, 1964, and marked as Exhibit A in this case, 
what the appellant did was to mortgage the land 
and his right of tenancy over the same to Pedro,. 
Dayao. for a. loan of P700.00 for the period of 
t.wo years, by virtue of which the actual pos¬ 
session and cultivation of the land was trans- 
ferred to said mortgagee who, in turn, allowed 
his relative, Leonardo Santiago to tenant the 
same. Defendant’s mortgage of the landholding, 
in question was without the plaintiff's know- " 
ledge and consent. Defendant's alleged sickness 
or incapacity in this case to justify the mort- .■ . ,;p 
gage in question deserves but a scant consider-' 
ation. Outside of his bare allegations of "high“"V 
blood pressure and physical weakness" during the "'; 
period in question, there is no 3 at is factory evidence 
to establish the same. On the contrary, the re¬ 
cord shows that even before the defendant mort¬ 
gaged his right to tenant the land in question to 
Pedro Dayao, he had given the land to Carlos Gatus 
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to cultivate, who- in -fact worked the- same v- - 
from, 1962 - .to 1964/ without;,, likewise 
plaintiff' s knowledge and consent, 


(CA - G.R. NO. SP-00087-R 
JOSE PAULE VS. JOSE MIGUEL . 


, March 17» 1972) 

, $ c i *;j ; v j 0 r.;■;o a (y ■ 


EJECTMENT> PERSONAL CULTIVATION AS GROUND FOR A T.- ‘ - 
READY ELIMINATED BY RA 6389 . - The' ground, of nor- y ;, 
sonal cultivation has already been erased from 
the law ever since the enactment of Republic 
Act No. 6389 on 10 September» 1971 and that 
enactment had. the effect of abating causes of 
action on,the part of landholders to dismiss 
the leasehold tenant which was'the status.of 
defendant herb ever since then and that abate¬ 
ment was effective even as to pending suits 
not only because.this is. the piinciple of 
statutory construction but also because this 
solution ..is. .fostered, by the debates : in the 
Senate particularly ,o.n 31 March, 1971 as re- !rx f‘ ’ 
vealed in the ..decision of this ..Court of ' r . ‘' / 
peals in CA-G,R.., NoV 4 : 67z7-jRV 'Arairti’biilb : .Vsi. 
Canicoh 26' January,/i'972:i S ! ;. 7 ;:i "XX: ■ ' " - 

t -* ! ( * '“.a f .Jt !. i 7** \ • I ll : : ■’ . il'fvi 


-..-'I 


' C * L * V •':>': c 'I 7f 7 .;j 

i * , T* mcs *• 


(CA-G.R. No. 0006 -r ; c<; .‘ 1 April 14, * 

BERNARDO ALFONSO', ET' AL. VS‘, LEOPOLDO GONZALES, 
ET AL. 


PRE-EMPTION 1 WHERE ENTIRE LANDHOLDING IS OFFERED 
FOR SALE; LAND AUTHORITY MUST .PRE-EMPT WHOLE PAR ¬ 
CEL, NOT ONLY PORTIONS. THEREOF 1 PURPOSE OF THIS 
REQUIREMENT . - What Section 11 of the Agricultural 
Land Reform Act means is that when there are 
a number of agricultural lessees and the land¬ 
owner offers his land for sale, the Land Au¬ 
thority must pre-empt. the. whole parcel if the 
landowner so desires. .It cannot pre-empt Only 
a part of the land, if.the landowner desires 
to sell the whole, unless the majority of the 
lessees object. We argue-with Professor 
Mpntemayo.r that the'-jpurpose of-this section 
is to protect the'landowner- who may be left 
with a much depreciated portion of his land 
if only a part of the land is pre-empted. 






ID. ; AGRICULTURAL LESSEES MAY EXERCISE RIGI-IT OF 
PRE-EMPTION PERSONALLY IF FINANCIALLY ABLE TO DO .. 

SO. OTHERWISE THRU TKS LAND' AUTHORITYi 'CASE AT 
BAR . -Under Section .11, plaintiffs ‘have the right., 
of pre-emption which they may"exercise perso- 
.nqlly if. financially able to-do^p, or.thru 
'the La'nd Authority, if they*..l%hno£';jpny.-the’■ 
reasonable price. The plaintiffs alleged : 
that they have taken the necessary steps so 
that. th^ v Land ..Authority would r pre-empt. the. 
pr 6 pert-y> . -“'-The Landr Authority rrho^ever i al- - - •; :f 
though, it had ' approved' therplaintiffs J re—;:v~- 
quest for pre-emption, had not taken.the . 
necessary steps; to pre-empt, the landhold¬ 
ings. x x x Under Section 51, par. 11 of ‘ .. ' " 

the Agricultural Land Reform Code., it is the ;! 
function and, responsibility of the Land Au- . .. v; .. 
thorityl"To. acquire for the agricultural jiq, 

lessees, exercising their right .of pre- 
emption, "under Chapter I of this Cp.de, v ' ..7" 
"any landholdings mentioned thereunder’’. 

The Land Authority haying delayed, .the per*-' l X 
formance of its duty. ..and' : a'8;...thj^'ljp.e3f‘|..Qd..’p|“!" 
pre-emption was,, a’boutdtq exp .ire, „ fhe.,;'p|lai'n- y , 7-^Z 
tiffs were constrained. to : file, this • act!op, '.’ “ * 

not only against’ the' ’ landowper,^gainst• T'llA 
the Land Authority and the Land Bahk : , to 
compel the latter co perform their functions 
pqd-;responsibilities. The latter, are neces- ,, . 

sary parties, and,since plaintiffs have ’not .V.-C ... 
been 'authorized to include them as parties- i V 
plaintiffs, they were made party defendants. 

To deny to the plaintiffs the right to bring 

the action would, nullify the right of prey r .7 

emp tion granted- by - lawsand there-- would 

no way of- compelling 

comply-/with.- its 'functions,except by- 

mu’s. .And ..that the. Land Authority' is fully-r-^y T - s "-- :; 

in accord with plaintiff \s. action, .is. eyldpnt ’ 1 '’ 

from the fact that in its .a'nswqr and : tha,t 

the Land Bank, they stated that Jfchpy 

ready.,, willing and able to pre-empt the . lahd-r. '.[I 

holdings and to pay for the price in accord- .. 

ance with the...terms provided by law. T' 

ID. t TEMPSR OP; PAYMENT.NOT NECESSARY /WHEN LAND . :T 
AUTHORITY Ahi) LAND ‘BANK HAVE' EXPRESSED ABILITY AND 

: .-;j "r*-i ■: • •-./.n i'-ir •'■•■r- , r:-iitr 

.•s.i. hr a.!’ -y : "- 're s. yi ic :!:i 
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WILLINGNESS TO MAKE PAYMENT OF PURCHASE PRICE > 

CASE AT BAR,-As to the contention that there was 
no tender of: payment by the plaintiffs ,'' r it is 
sufficient tb state that plaintiffs are efcejr- 
c is mg the; -right of pre-emption not by them- ' 
selves alone ; but with the help of the Land 

Authority -and .the... Land- .Bank, - The Land Authb---:.- • 

^iby arid the...Land..B.anlc;.have-been,-made, partiesr‘*-:-t--..••;■■■ 
to the case, and have expressed -their ability-•••- 
and willingness' to pay in accordance with law ] 
as soon as the Court has' fixed and approved 
the reasonable or market'value of the land to 
be pre-empted. The fear expressed by the Court 
m Torres de Cbne ! jeto vs. Court- of- Appeals and 
?fi?t rated : ' in Ba 3 b 'hs vs. Ehtena, G.R. No,’ L- ’• ' 
26255 t June 30, 1969, that if tender of payment 
is not required, it "would leave the buyer 
open to harrassment by speculators or. cfackpots 
as well as unnecessary prolongation • of the pe-' ’ 

riod of redemption, .cpntrary to the policy of 
the law.'; .i.iwoul d- haveMnp -bas ia-y.- -for-ther-e-: pah ! hre-- -pr-A.-- 
no quest ion. as to. ..the! - capability • :Of - -the-, Land-.Ayfe 
Bank to make the payment -under the. terms and..iJ:' 
conditions prescribed by lawP It Would be" 
otherwise, if the Land Authoiity and the. Land 
Bank were not parties to the'action, and it. is 
only the agricultural lessee who exercisesthe 
right of pre-emption and does not tender payment 
and consign the same in ease of refusal of the 
lessorv-' • • • •. •' 


IE .J PERIOD FOR EXERCISE OFr FILING OF ACTION SUS'-' 7 
PENDS .RUNNING OF THE PERIOD . - 7 The "fill rig nf i-h^ ; .. 
action must necessarily toll the running of : ' v ’ 
the period"within which the fight of pre-emption 
should' be- exercised* for any other rule wquld ■ 
allow 'the' landowner to defeat the ; right : of ‘j 1 !? 
pre-emption either by not fixing a price orise’t-^ 
ting" an unreasonable 7 price, 1 which naturally ' 
is not'acceptable to- the- agricultural ’Lessee." 10 ^ 


(CA-G.R. No.- 00057-R : - April 19, i-97 3 2')'"'" 

RAYMUNDO ANCHETA VS. CALIXTO BLAZA, ET -Al/A’ ’ y:i . -'“-’‘••‘•’Vj 


EJECTMENT; PERSONAL CULTIVATION AS GROUND FOR” 'AL - " 1 ' 
READY ELIMINATED BY REP. ACT NO."6389 V CASE AT 3ARU 
In view of the passage of Republic Act NoV 6389 /■ 
particularly Sebtion 7 thereof, x x' x tbt¥ily a;:; • > 
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J ' 

eliminating personal cultivation as a ground '-iO. 
for dispossessing an agricultural'tenant 'or • 
lessee, the basis for ejecting appellees is 
no longer available to the landowner-lessor. • 

ID.» ID ,» EFFECT OF REPEAL'OF SEC. 36(1) OF REP. ■ 

ACT NO. 31*44 BY SEC, 7 OF REP. ACT NO;6389 ON~ 

PENDING EJ5CTI.ENT CASES . It may be argued that 
since the.case at bar "was instituted before 
the enactment of the new law, the same can¬ 
not be made applicable to it. But it must 
be borne in mind that the decision-rendered 
by-the Court a quo not having as yet become 
final and executory, the owner had not ac¬ 
quired a vested right, there.to. • 1 ■ 

• ri •..■■■' . f . tl ._ rr ’• 

(CA. G.R. NO. 42866-R Lay'-?, ’ 1972) noqo 

ANTOLIN-.AGUAS VS. CONSORCIO BANZAGALE ■:< 'V .i r s*» at- 

i. -.m-./'-CO * ; .n 

VOLUNTARY SURRENDER, CIRCUMSTANCES WHICH NEGATE - r *'■' ■■ 
FACT OF» DISTINCTION BETWEEN VOLUNTARY ACT AND ■ ■•••- 

ONE DONE RELUCTANTLY! CASE AT BAR .- Although 

the warning 1 of Patrolman Llorca that Consor- "■ 
cio and his companions should stop plowing 
the landholding on October 26, 1964 or else 
they would be accused in Court, is not ac¬ 
tually a threat or force, Consorcio -did not 
give- up. the' landholding voluntarily. There 
is a difference between a voluntary act and ■ •'• 
another which is done reluctantly. Reluc¬ 
tant means i offering, opposition} resisting. -j. C 
2. hesitant from or as -if from , dislike, doubt,. i.'T 
fear or sacrifice} averse, Unwilling. It is 
also synonymous to disinclined. On the con¬ 
trary voluntary means t (a) proceeding from 1 * 
the will; produce in or by an act of choice; ' 

(b) performed, made, or given in or of oriels 1 ' 
own free will. (Webster's Third Tritetnaticftia 1 ! 0 ^ 
Dictionary, 1966 Ed.) Indeed,as stated ear-' 
lier above, he complained to the Agrarian 
Counsel'on October 14, 1964 after-Antolin • • ."i';'} 
Aguas refused to allow him to continue-as OC'lU-i'P-iSf 
tenant; and on October 20, 1964 he had a con¬ 
frontation with his .son, HerminiolAguasP:-. flOJ LB 

before ...the Agrarian Counsel arid • Ile rmirilo 11 1 • 7 ' : -. IXAIH 
Aguas promised not to eject him withoutVa ws/v .-.I 
court order; and again when he received: 1 * * 'o.rrv eg 






the summons in this case on October 29, 1964, 
Consorcio saw the Agrarian Counsel for legal 
assistance, which she gave• These acts of 
Consorcio negative voluntary surrender. To 
require him to go back-'to the landholding and 
repossess the same would be tantamount to 
forcing: him to risk his'life which is not 
conducive to peace and order. Plaintiff was 
decided to hold the land and would likely 
resist the act of Consorcio to repossess it. 

(CA-G.R, Mo. 47221-E vu Hay 22, 1972) 

BONIFACIO ROMEO VS. SERAFIM R. GAMBOA .• 

AGRARIAN ^'RELATIONS t J7}IEN IT ARISES . - Agrarian •, 
relations can arise only where the parties . • • 
stand in the relation of landlord-and tenant. 
§r farm:employer and farm employee or laborer : 
and one"of th e parties works on the land. 


ID.; ID. ; E MPLOYMENT A3 " GENERAL MECHANIC" MOT. * • ' 

AGRARIAN I 


RioDiCi '.C V OF C/VI . - The wori: and employ¬ 
ment of a " general-mechanic" not being, agrarian 
in nature, that' is, one in which the employee ' 
"actually cultivates or works on the., land" , 
his (plaintiff's) money claims arising from 
such employment does not fall within the juris¬ 
diction of the Court of Agrarian Relations. ; 

(CA-G.R^' iioi SP-U0121-R ^ June. 0 , .1972)'. 

VALENTE BALTAZAR, ST AL. VS. -FAU3TFN0 DEL ROSARIO .... 

STATUE: REP. ACT N O. 6339 HAS N O RE TROA CTIVE■ -.EFFEC T♦ 
A Careful examination of the provisions of 'R.A.' 
6389 ..will show that the law fails to provide, for. 
its retroactive' effect. .Sec,' 3i of' the Act 'inv ;' 
simple language provides :.' V' 


■ "This Act shall take effect upon 
its approval. • r • •• i 

Approved, Sept. iO, 1971." . -• 


The->foregoing provisions is.,too clear to .create 
any doubt as to its prospectively.-, Well esta-. 
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blished is the rule of statutory construction 
that laws are prospective in effect and applica- •: 
tion unless the law itself provides for its 
retroactivity, x x x If however, by thehtbrm 
of the effectivity clause of R. A. No. 6389 
we still have some doubt that the Act cannot be 
construed retroactively then let us be guided 
by our Civil Code which provides in Article 4 
thereof the following! 

"Laws shall have no retroactive . - 

effect unless the contrary is provided." 

The phrase "unless the contrary is provided", 
is emphatic enough to suggest chat before a 
lav can have a retroactive application there 
must be a clear and pssitive command to that 
effect. 'Ve do not find this in R. A, 6389. 

ID.t LANDOWNER'S R IGnT TO RECOVER HIS LAND Of 
GROUND OF PERSONAL CULTIVATION UPPER REP. ACT 
NO. 3844 IS FOX I-ERELY A PROCEDURAL RIGHT BUT 
A SUBSTANTI VE ONE, HENCE, NO RETROACTIVE EFFECT . 

The right given to the landowner to recover his 
land from the tenant on the ground .of personal 
cultivation under R. ,A. No. 3844 is not merely 
a procedural right but a substantive one.-" Once 
the landowner exercised said right bj' filing 
the necessary action in court the same shall 
remain vested and shall have accrued "and will 
survive any repealing law that takes such right 
where said law fails to provide any retroactive 
application. 

ID.! REMOVAL OF THE RIGHT 07 PERSONAL CULTIVATION 
BY REP. ACT 6339 CONSTITUTES" AN UNDUE IMPAIRMENT 
OF OBLIGATION OF C ONTRACT . - R. A. No. 6389 in 
so far as it takes away from the landowner the 
right to recover his land, from the tenants on 
ground of personal cultivation constitutes an 
undue impairment of obligation of contract. It 
cannot be denied that there is an existing con¬ 
tract between plaintiff-landowners and the defen¬ 
dant-tenant in the present case. It is well set¬ 
tled that an existing law enters into and forms' 
part of a valid contract without the need of 
the parties expressly making reference to it. 
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o^O^lyf;;thus Ap'oUldb itgMyalid ity :; ins ofar ,-as, "spmj&^Qf 
its provisions are concerned be assured. The 

s/.s;5oin^ 0 part- of rr and-I ts- regret 
into, every contract, unless clearly excluded* 
therefrom'.'in those cases-vzhe re exclusion is u.* 
allowed. (Maritime Company of the Philipoines 
: 'Vs-.' Reparation Commission', 40 SCRA:7D : *7T;)v 
Pursuant to this rule it~can be safe'y concluded 
' that the "Provision OfR.A. No. 3£44one-ofr. ’ 
which is .the right of the landowner to recover 
'"'posse'ssidrr'of- his ’-lahd from the - tenant "ori the. 

ground of personal cultivation forms part and 
•" parcel of "the contract between' the parties. 

Now, what has. R.A, No. 6389 done with the con- 
* 4 " , ootpac^' "of the pla'intiffs-Taftdowne'rS ■ and 'the * ' ‘ ,f 
,. p •. . defendant-tenant? Said Act has diminished or 

■‘.s/.ir'T..iv■‘“le'sse'ried "the- value .of their contract .' -- Nherdaa 
.,,, . under the contract they have the right to re- ... 
cover their'land'from 'the tertaht' on ‘ground. - c5f'~ 

. .personal cultivation, the. new lav/, takes away 
' that right. liiis amounts to.-" an undue impair¬ 
ment of their obligations of contract. 

(CA-G.R. n 0 . 4.-768-R Juno 26, 1972) 

'-“BARCELONA FAR!'3, INC. 73. GAUDENCIO ANTONIO • 
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VOLUNTARY SURRENDER: MANIFEST IN DOCUMENT OF; " - - 
CASE AT BAR, - That there is nothing illegal in 
9' a tenant voluntarily giving up the tenancy . by 
. voluntary surrender thereof, there should be 
no question that if Exhibit-A were : to be given 
. a literal interpretation, it should amount to 
voluntary surrender of the landholding; now a 
reading thereof really cannot lead to any 
1 other conclusion but that the tenant was sur¬ 
rendering his landholding} it is true that-it 
was in English but there is neither any de- 
......b.ate that tne tenant understood its literal 

import; note that he was at the time a full 
time policeman in the Municipality of Cuyapo 
and presumably an intelligent man and under¬ 
stood what he was signing. „ . 



VII. NON"JUDICIAL ACTIVITIES OF THE CARS 


L. 

1. In heaping with the policy .oi the CARs to 
improve the judicial service, to apprise the CAR Dis- 
trict Judges of latest developments and policies as 
they affect the CARs in general and to enable the CAR 
district judges to ventilate their problems and form 
a consensus toward the solution of problems common to 
them, conferences of District Judges were held in the 
Central Office at Quezon City on November 3 and 4, 1971 
and June 25 and 27, 1972. Among the subjects taken up 
in the November 1971 conference, where the Honorable, 
the Secretary of Justice, was the keynote speaker, 
were the effects of the recently enacted and approved 
Republic Act No. 5-339 on pending cases, -in general, 
and in particular the provisions on the fixing of pro¬ 
visional rentals, pre-emption and redemntion, com¬ 
pulsory arbitration and other new cone pts in agrarian 
relations introduced by the said Act. ' 

The June 1972 conference of District Judges of 
the CARs consisted mainly in the appraisal of the new 
approaches to pending cases adopted in the November"'■ 
1971’ conference. Other matters : taken up at this con¬ 
ference were the " organizat ion of a CAR Judges Associa¬ 
tion, the question - of their affiliation with the 



.. --flON.QljDlCIAi^'^ GARS.- 

Association-of Judges o£ tiie Cfl, JDRC ’and' CCCji' 1 and 
•Administrative issues. ” 

2v To forge closer cooperation between aftd among 
the Commissioners of the CAR and the Deputy Clerks of 
Court i to enable these class of' Court Officers to Ven¬ 
tilate'their problems and fihd possible solutions there¬ 
to and to urge them to exert more effortt in’hearing 
and'disposition of cases, a conference of Commissioners 
: 6f the CAR and Deputy Clerks of Cou£t was held on April 
6 'arid 7, 1972. ir - ' T ."-C •• M ' v • 

B. S EMINARS .• TRAINING COURSES. ETC . ' ’ ■= "■ 

During the fiscal year under review officials 
and-employees of the CARs attended seminars and con¬ 
ferences to further improve theadministrative service, 
ih line with career and service development programs of 
the Civil Service Commission, Department of‘Justice, 
and'the Court of Agrarian Relations. ! 'Some of the more 
important seminars’and conferences And the participants 
werei ! •' < ' r -v.-u 

1. Convention-seminar of the Philippine Associa¬ 
tion of Government Budget Administrators Inc; (PAGBA) 
held in Baguio City from July 21 to 23; 1971 and ih 
Cebu City from June 26 to 30, 1972 participated in by 
five (5) and four (4) officials of the Courtrespect- 
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iyely, -concerned;with budgetary .matters. 

2. Convention-seminar of the Association of Govern¬ 
ment Accountants of. the Philippines , Inc., (AGAP) was 

held in Cpbu City on September 2 tp 4,. 1971 on 'effective 
fiscal control. Two officials of ; the, CARs ,from the 
Accounting Division attended thisconference-seminar. 

3. 'Regional Seminar of the Government Training 
Officers’ Association of the Philippines,(GTOAP). held 
in .Cebu City. f ram . May 22 .to ; 26, 1972 participated in by 
the Administrative Officer, the Chief .and Assistant; 

Chief Training Officers '.of the CAR. ; ■. 

. ,4. University of the Philippines' Law, Center 
Institutes on General Practice held in Quezon City 
from October 4 to 9, 1971 and in Baguio City from May 
.25-,to 27 1 1972, wherein two (2) officials of the CARs 
\*§re : participants in each., 
c , .5. Thirteenth Annual Convention-Seminar, of 
Government Internal .Auditors Inc.. (AGIA) held .iq. T Baguio 
City from December 8 to 10, 1971, with four (4) officials 
; of the Internal Audit Service,, pf. the CAR in attendance. 

,•••, 6, ; i Conference, pf the So.ciety of Filipino Scholars 

to the United Kingdom held in Pasay City with Atty. 

Ruben S. David, Head Executive Assistant, as the ! . lone 
participant. . ; ;• ..... . » • 
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7. On the job training on the Coding of Information 


preliminary to the Computerization of Data Regarding Aci 


complishment of C.S. Form No. 001 nursuant to Memorandum 
Circular No. 14, s. 1S69 of .the Civil Service, held at 
the Department of Justice, Manila, from November 23, 1971 

• • • fvl.r* r 

to April 28, 1972 with two participants from the CAR 
attending. 

* ; * * .. j ! v ! •-» j*: • 

0. Administrative Orientation Course conducted by 

the Training Staff, CAR, Quezon City, 'from November 15 to 

r.J , * •• .. • . 

December 14, 1971 for all newly appointed employees of 
the CAR. 

9. Classroom Training Couroe on Internal Auditing 
conducted by the Internal Audit Coordinating Department, 
GAO, in Manila, from May 2 to June 15, 1972 with two (2) 
internal auditors of the CAR participating. 

10, Ih~service-‘ T-rain-tng J foie ^-Security Guards was 
attended 1 by All- secufit^^ard^43jF -tiie^‘€^Rs on August 2 
to 14, 1971,' cbnduc^id ‘hy' the Philippine Constabulary. 


C. PUBLICATIONS : r > >':<< 


r < I..: 


1• CAR Journal - Th& CAR continued the-quarterly 
publications of the CAR Journal to^'apprise 1 the' CAR 
District Judges, Commissioners; lawyers-ner^bhnel, prac- 

titioners and the public of the' latest jurisprudence on 

'• ,r **.d • .. 

tenancy agricultural labor arid expropriation. The 
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-vf • *i■ r.lVv- r?r! '*»o *\i: ’ '*"* ? ■ *r»» tJ ;H 

Journal contains the .full, text of. repent pertinent de¬ 
cision of the Supreme Court and the Courts of.Appeals» 

with syllabi. Incorporated in the CAR Journal is a. . 

~ * } •/*’. >'■ v.ri.t ■ ’ . - . • • • 

survey of important decisions and orders of the CAR 

, ./ • -a V ,: ” i /• ' ■• ••' -»••» )-> 

Judges as well as memoranda, advisory, opinions and 

*"* * ■,*'.■ • i - . L • r r •, • * ■ \ • , 

materials which have a bearing on legal and technical 
.aspects of agricultural land tenure and reform. 

2. Advance Copies‘of Decisions - .r To keep Judges, 

■>. T ‘ ‘ | ' T*.’i - c. ?’ r > ->.iJ 

Commissioners, Clerks/Deputy Clerks of Court, lawyers 

f ;.y, ■ -tr; ■■ • f' . ! ■« - I ,*• 1<X‘ '• -OCt. 

and other personnel of the CAR’ abreast of the latest 
jurisprudence, the Legal Affairs Division sends out 

advance copies of decisions of the.Court of Appeals 

• -f.. xa - ;-.-. t.t-. ' •; ; ; * vd pm’‘ nr>rno 

and Supreme Court on tenancy, labor, expropriation and 

• ,=V . • . : , ■■ • •:;! «. •••;•• •••• \ ,-:T' ", .v" 

pertinent laws. _ ... - ........ r . . .. 

V '■I- Q. INSPECTION OF REGIONAL-DISTRICTS . • 

< •:,.... 1 *% - Inventory of - Equipment- and Auditing, of ,..-.~ t ... 
• Accounts , The Internal Audit Service, conducted ,-th^ 
annual inventory of CAR equipment : in;the Central Office 
. ••and'iCAR brancheanin conjunct ion ; with the continuing 
program of periodic;audit of the accounts of .Clerks 
•and Deputy Clerks pf Court and other accountable, offi¬ 
cers..of. the different branches of the CAEs to injure 
that - amounts due .-the . government in..legal fees .have 
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been properly collected and monies collected have been 
recorded, reported and remitted.. 

Audited accounts show that the CARs took into 


custody in fiduciary capacity cash deposits from parties 
in the total amount of ?338,331.02 which in tyrn have 
been deposited with the corresponding provincial, city 
or municipal .treasurer. The .turnover of these deposits 


showi 


Balance as of June 30, 1971 .P42l,437.26 j \ i ! 

Deposits received from July v! • 

1, 1971. to June 30, 1972 . 338.831.02 : 

Total .amount handled . •.P760.i^8.28 


Less t . , •; .j. . 

Withdrawals from July 1, 1971 '• , ■ 

to June 30, 1972 .>?258,593.17.. y/- 


Total outstanding deposits *. 

as of June 30, 1972 ..-. ^501,675.11 











_ ... - P 0 A„L. ,R-E P 0 - 

_ ' j..:./.. ~ err ' i . 1 1 x I r ~l i„ tt ■ : m. m - - —- ■ 

VIII. FISCAL REPORT 

• v •• ■'..•OO'Kf • iC;.- : 


. I. STATEMENT OF ALLOTMENTS & OBLIGATIONS 
July 1. 1971 to June 50. 1972 ■ 


.! • Jrroot'r- 


ALL0m®TS OBLIGATIONS 

' -j::'" - r- •• . • -J • z” : . 

01 - Personal Services P5,048,491 .00 P5,048,491.00 

- 5 $ Salary Adjustment J-..’..'.. ,;f ••. •••• ••• •,.• 

(DC 225) 150,450.72 150,450.72 

- Terminal Leave :i >•- . - 18,239.18 

02 - Traveling Expenses 265,500.00 265,500.00 

06 - Other Services '253,500.00 • 253 , 560 . 00 ‘ 

07 - Supplies and Materials 177,340.00 177,340.00 

11 - Awards and Indemnities 

RA 6400 _ 68,307.65 

15 - Benefits and Gratuities 1 , f . 

. ? EA No. 5095 ’ . 65 : 4 ,3j53^00 •• ’ ^',^. .646,582.26 ,• 

RA No. 6400 , . 22,4-72.00 . ' .22,472.00 • 

21 % Equipment'Outlay . ’90,000.db"' ’ * " '90,006.00' 

■ Fixed Expenditures .385,000.00' h ' 385,006.00 

(Life In surance and 

Retirement Premiums) : •* • ' 

CA 186 & RA 660 . -r : '!S , . \in -:cv r-.w;.~f!... **.* •-* 

186 - T P a, 457 . 00 -.. «'••« • • • 

186 -01 140,994.91 


660 -01 242.548.09 " :j .ti'-doi 

P385.000.0b ' ' ‘ .. ' ‘ : 


BALANCE 

mm 

(Pl 8 ; 239 . 18 ) 

mm 

• • r * 

mm 

9 f . r ; 

(P68, 307 . 65 ) 
4,750.74 


7.044.086.72 . 7.125.882.81 (8l.796.09 ) 


Breakdown of "Oo" 

t 

02 0 £ 06 08 

i 

P 38 ,326.42 P 924.68 P 87 , 729.81 P126,519.09 

SUMMARY 


( By Program and Pro.joct ) 


Program 

General 

l 

Project 

Appropriations 

ALLOTMENT 

OBLIGATIONS 

BALANCES 

1 : 

1 RA No. 6400 

5,834,831.00 

5,834,831.00 

mm 

;• 

RA No. 6400 
(Terminal Leave) 


18 , 239.18 

( 18 , 239 . 18 ) 









FISQAL 8EP0$T 


f-iij* •\n.rr.uC’ 


RA 

RA 


.fo T 0 5.095. (15). . . 651 , 333.00 . • 646., 582.26 
No'. 6400 ( 15 ) - i2y472.06 L '- : ---22,472^00 


4,750.74 


r «mo«»rron P^- 9 - 68,307.65 (68,307.65) 

* ° B.'C. No. 225' ' 150,450.72 150,450.72 


a in 


.wnonjk°Wten?$r SM - 385,000.00 385 . 000.00 


■MM r*noj:;fc’M ; :& ; 0 ^ A 044.086 .72 ... ? 7 , 125 , 882,81 .(81,796.09) 


j 2'y r TNCfoffi !;:i; 

For the Fisbal Year under review, the Courts’of Agra¬ 
rian derations realized ari-ancome• ofPSXxldft v67* (General 
iCj'Fund),-exceeding that of last Fiscal Year's incomeby 

P8j930v72. - ■ , v\"(' f~f\v.j' t 

The CAR’s income under General Ftind'.were realised fromi 

1. Docket FeeAT-^il^Sg^900*lOOTM; Ah'4 'Mt&Kitt: of P39,301.00 
was. collected for docket,sfeej^ during•. the; fiscal year 1971- 

,m *r1972. , . . . 

2. Qfeher Legal Fees - 1-56-900-200 - During the fiscal 

■ ~ ■•<;■■■ wwo r; ; :*:v 7 r\ *r 

year 1971-1972, a total amount only of P508.00 was collect- 

• ‘Vfi-i t ":r i:-. :i. :-'Vv ,r*I \v : ; *t*. ..hr:; 


'-.iff r; • 


ed for other legal fees. 

• .'<•• v-: -'/volo/ne ivif rli-J'j i\ 

3. Prior Year Credits - 1-57-200-0 - An amount of 

J. Oil- - ••».? io . .; ■ .:. :; -.h.tp!. : 

P9,593.59 was collected as of June 30, 1972, representing 

00.0 •: 0 - ;yj vor , "V‘ j . . ••• .• 

the refunds of the prior year overpayment of salaries, 

-y.V v . m o •. • ;t ■;\ ■){••* ; j : • f • i o. * W . ■ v ' )i) t \J ■. ■ t ;; • - .. ; • 

traveling expenses, etc. of CAR personnel, pursuant to 

accounting and auditing rules and regulations. 

: ■' • ,f: * • •' :U'.i "•'iiir, 

4. Fines and Penalties - 1-57-800-0 - Only an amount 


MI.' : 


of P5.00 was effected and realized during the fiscal year, 


: 1 1 !( 


which represents collection of incidental income from 


fines and penalties. 

Loi!~j :i(> 3ui< - .r.r;.M. 


.. / 'A 


;• r*-f 
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_ _ J^frORT _ 

5 1 - Miscellaneous Income - 1-57-900-0 - During the 
fiscal-j^ear ending June 30, 1972,.^hW Courts collected a 
total amount of Pl,8i4;35 as miscellaneous 1 ' income* This 
• type of income may'be considered as ian exceptional one 
because the nature of collection was not, , ; c^e^pl^- defined 
or specified in GAO. Circular No. .38-A. .... 

v . ? • Sale of Fixed Assets - 1-58-200-0 -. JJri^ejr th^s 
ipcome, : an amount of P938.73. was collected -by>:thpv Courts 
during the fiscal year 1971-1972, which represents, the 
sale; of- ; equipment> -.n ■ ; ; • &.\g ••d? 


3. APPROPRIATIONS; AND. EXPENDITURES &rAoo '„ . 


i f* 


Under Republic Act No. 6400, the Courts of Agrarian 


Relations had an authorized appropriations of P6,893,636.00 

< -• 00.- -~r .. •; -f . 

for fiscal year 1971-1972} however"with the issuance of 

t'.foo dOd’Oc ■ "t.O "i :'il.-..V: i ‘ V . 

Budget Circular No. 225, dated November 15, 1971, covering 

the salary adjustments of the officials and employees of 

rJTiuo'- • •• j- ■ ’• v vi: .t 

the Courts equivalent to five C5%)" per cent of the actual 


■::• • •- »*rqf;•; _ . r • I> 

salary or wage on June 30, 1971, not to exceed P5O.0O per 
month or P600.00 per annum, which was implemented on Nov¬ 
ember 15, 1971, the Budget Commission released a total 


* • < ■ ; • ' • ' ’ ’ ’’ ■ . 1 " " ; *i ‘ ’ ’ ’ ': iJOOD ! 

amount of P150,450.72 upon the Court’s request. Out of 
the total appropriation of the'Courts ffbrn*the general fund 

amounting to P6,893,636.00, P6,888,885.26 was obligated, 

■n<v.U '"‘;noor:.: r: • ■ <: -L d : . •' • . \ .. \s. i os:!" 

leaving an unliquidated portion of F4,750,74 which was 

* „•.! .*{*■. I* *:L 

reverted to the unappropriated surplus of the National 





FISCAL REPORT-: 


, sP® of.-June 30, 1972. . 

?ersonal Services - 01 - During, the fiscal year, 
under review, the Court.s 0 .has an authorized approprl.a- 
anb&fPPr §?£® r £V:?und..^or., personal services in the 

.^^'^niount..of P’S,048, 491 ,00 ujider Republic. Act No. 6400|„ 
i.i. c'-j 0,450.72 .£or, salary .adjustments of CAR officials 

•.,##? P^P*®^®®®-?: pursuant..to Budget Circular No. 225, 

L .,,.dated November 15,. 1971. 

• 1 l,/ * JKm * •••• * ? •*■ ■■ ’>'• i • .* » ••• •.*<,**... 

on’ Terminal Leave - 01 - The Courts, requested the 
Office of the President for authority to pay the.ter- 
Iv^Y©,. of the lape Judgp. ..Epitacio P.anganiban from 
^ tp ..October. 16.,. 1972 chargeable, against the. 
Pyp^.T8.aving9..Qf..the. Executive Department, pursuant 
, : Circulars. Nos .. 197 and 89 dated July 3, 1968 

and January 3, .1969, respectively, in the amount of 
P18,239.18. 

• , p iL} r.»: ■ • : , ; , 

Traveling.,Expenses - 02 - An amount of P265.500.00 

■.. .. 's'W'-’ J 17 L-.JO,/ ... ‘i * •. 

was released, under r ,Republic Act: No., 6400 representing 
-J^^W^ 1 YyljBe^ i; .appropciatipn for traveling, expenses 
,- >r .fpr f thp ; fiscal year under review, to attain the Court's 

1 ’ 1 • « ‘ * • * • ' ‘ •* ,*j * /■ 

.. objective bringing it closer to the people. 

* • •* * J' sJ *; ■ ; ' t • S: I. • ^ 

Sundr y and Miscellaneous - 06 - This objective of 

V. ' ’ 1 *'■ ' * "i j 'i 

expenditures includes.communication services (03)s trans- 
. p.pration services (05); contractual services (06) > ex- 
traord inary..expenses of the Executive Judge (06)j and 
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FISCAL-.REPORT..-- 


.* ; ■* “11v v >r r: •*' r ;|;‘'jV*i-.’* 

rentals of offices and’buildings (08). For this ’ account, 
an amount of P253,50O.OO was reieaff^^w^pay^'Sl't the 
obiions chargeable against this item’. 

/ 'ipf *!■ *• * 1 | * ■ ■ j , , ' • ' t ! * * . ‘ f * ‘ ‘ * j* ■ ■ * S ! * ’ ’ • t 

’ Communication Services - 03 ~ This account includes 
thb cost of all services reridereci by’others for the com- 
mOnicAtibh of messages such as telephone , telegram, cable 
chArgfes’and tolls, postal charges, OB stamps, and long 
distance telephone calls. For thisi the Courts expended 

- •• • * • ; 7 * .) .. .*/• t. j r‘. : -.**i » 

a total amount of P38,326.42 for the •fiscal"year under 
review. 


Transportation Services - 05 - this object of bb- 
ligation includes all transportation services incurred 
by the Courts during the fiscal year under review in 
connection with the hauling of governmental properties, 
equipments or materials including storage charges, if 
any, in the amount of P924.68 only. 

' Contractual Services - 06 - The bbligations for 
this item incurred by the Courts during the fiscal 
year amounted to 5*87,729.81, This account of expendi¬ 
tures covered items which are not classified under other 


accounts’such as subscription to' periodicals, publica¬ 
tion of notices in news papers 1 ," repairs :j and'-maintenance 
of office equipment and motor vehicles when done by 
other governmental or private agencies or contractors, 


-V 


: o.'^r.T 


bond' premiums, money order fees, bank charges, etc. 




3 "® A8 aiso i-ncluded eirtraordlnary; expenses ofxtfte Exeou- 

:i:otiveiJudge amount'of P15, 000 . 00 # 00. 0 : t - • 

rJnou-: R ental 68 - During the .fiscal year under review, 
f-t:'the .courts expended the sum of P126,519;09 covering 
payments for./ the use of. office space for- its Central - 1 
Office andi 23: branches arid sub-branches* 

^Su frplie^ahd Materials ••A 07, . .For the fiscal, year 
under review;- the . Courts had an authorized appropriation 
for supplies and materials in theJambunt of :PI7.71340 .on. 
This amount, whs fully incurred and liquidated during 
the fiscal yeat in. connection with the cost, of all ex¬ 
pendable commodities, acquired and ordered for immediate 
use of the Courts.. 

Awards, arid Indemnities r 11. - The Courts had in¬ 
curred an amount of P68,307.65 f or!J,the..-fis-oa.l 
der review, which was paid, to Commissioner Ricardo M. 
Letrondo,; Hpn. Aurelio. Quitorianq> f Atty,, Nora' G,.>; Nos- 


^ atis » Commissioner Onesimo. L : . Espejo, Mrs. Fellsa R, 
jfimeriez for their Workmen's Compensation claims; and 


VII . 
1 


heirS ° f , th ® late Epifanio Mabilangan, Atcy. Ma- 
n °. ^ oreno ’ Hon * Isidr ° Tayag, Norma Tabud and Feii- 


, ; ® lar f. Abes » for their death benefits and burial expenses 
,, r> awarded by the Workmen’s Compensation Section, Depart- 

° f L . abor ' The Courts had been granted an authority 
to pay them out of the overall savingc in the appropria- 

• ' 10 c eutfL li. 

-Tfl 3'TI to J I r .^nfviv -T pr 
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_ FISCAL REPORT _ 

-Cions* Tdr~'tfie^"ExecutTve^“Department. 

i<( Retirement,Benefits and Gratuities 'tefUiS Ain ambiint 

of P673,805.00 .was.!released by.the Budget Commission for 
(v thQr Counts;:of'Agrarian Relations ;to -pay the'.-.retirement 
benefits apd igratuities of the CAR personnel v/hb retired 
from,-the. service and heirs: of: those who-died While iii 
service under Republic. Acts Nos. 5095 and 6400, hbw-*' 
-eyer,: ont of the< totalVti^le^av. t:.ohly_g6iS 3:c6.8!£ifi9>:;was 


actually paid to the following CAR' persbnneli ,: " i 
n ikepublic Act No.; 5095 > i:; •: • i-vd v ' i * ru •:* 


>;; , j 1. Leonoti dela fGruz>,.r.; "-v ■ i» * 
„ X ;-> I?;* Aurelio Quitbriano v : . . 

' ‘-vjf3b».r E-pita'eio Ranganibamiu '••• 
4. Dioscoro Pineda . • • • 

„r ! 5-., Isidro Tayag- . ■ '» •* 


i-P14,250i : Q0 ^riT 
. .-.I, '223>9D0i©O ,; 

.-•••.•4 -i / *2:25 i T32.2 f 6 r -- * ^ oc, 

. . . 'io 7 ,ooo;oo • ••••' 

, V'. ; . >76.300*00 P646.582.26 


Republic Act No. 6400 

I-, Ros ar io Allado>. 


r,' ■ ■ 


- •;pj > :o 


•' ; • • • ■ 


251426' '"•••' 


2. Roman Dumbrique i.v.v. ; - jC-• 'v* 5 . 15', 114.48 

3 i Lourdes, Collado, wife of r : t 

deceased Constante Collado » 1,738.69 17.104.43 

. . (■■■"•♦ f -t n ; V ■ i. i*•'':* **' ” * ■ •’ * **• ** * 

Total.. P663.686.69_ 


*| L 


. * ’■ i 


and the amount of P5,367.57 was obligated as of June 30, 
1972 for payment to the heirs of the late Mrs. Luz V. 




Exiomo and Atty. Marta Dallo, whose papers are still in 

-•ttwoC vj .i.-.SJienjnoC pJncisohvv : > 

process, thus leaving a unobligated balance of P4.750.74 

which will be reverted to the National Clearing Account 

r ..r' r<r it !;ir) \ ' :>t /y '• ‘ - ’ ' '**■■ {) • •• • # 

as of June 30, 1972. 

Equipment Outlay «• 21 Under Advice of Allotment 
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No. E-467-4n I &i d a *f » < 1 Ju rfe SO^Ato^n-aiftount of 1*90,000.00 


was released to the Courts^-of Agrarian Relations solely 
for the purpose of acquiring equipment during the--fiscal 
year under review, which amount was fully incurred, 
leaving*no<unexpended balancd* ■ ' 

Salary Adjustment Fund'- (B.C.NoV 225) - pi - Pur¬ 
suant to the provision of Item C-2-1, pages 1619-1621 of 
Republic Act No. 6400, and implemented by Budget. Circular 
No. 225, dated November 15, 1971, the Budget Commission 
released the total amount of P150,450.72 for the Courts 
of Agrarian Relations ter cover the 5% salary increase 
of its officials and employees except constitutional 

t ■ 

officers and those whose salaries are fixed under spe¬ 
cial laws, during the fiscal year under review. Said 
amount-was ; actually obligated and fully liquidated. 

,, Fixed Expenditures - 01 - This item of obligation 
t he governments' contribution to the life 
insurance and retirement premiums of the officials and 
employees of the Courts of Agrarian Relations under Com¬ 
monwealth Act No. 186, as amended by Republic Act No. 660, 
further amended by Republic Act No. .4968. An appro¬ 
priation amounting to P385,000.00 was. released for this 
item for the- fiscal year, under review, which was greater 
by P70,000.00 than the preceding fiscal year* T-he. in¬ 
crease in the rates of life insurance and retirement pre- 

■ : V -Sr.■ _■ ... ■ 

miums was due to salary increases of CAR . judges'-and 

V* '\l.i j • ,i |* • . • • 

other Court personnel. ~ ~ * • 
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i.0-:0, 4.-. BALANCE SHEET. 'AS OF'JUNE 50v i 1972 

v ■ !: . V ; ; v," ;1'SS : ETS" 


CURRENT 


Gash fi !.-t: fcvt.r 8*70*000-6-* 

Other Banks 8-70-300-0 

Collecting Officers 8-70-400-0 
<f l -Disbursing Officers • 8-70-500-0 Sr," 
Treasury Account 

o IS : "Current 8-70*700-0 


•£ Ji'-ru: n 


"•'•'’l : ,554.6? : ' : ' v 



(6,868i902.20) 



Roocditfabl f cf-'4u. ■ : •; • • " • '■ ' 

National Government ... 

•-ol " 1 ,S‘\- '■*<:: i > 

Agencies . 8-71-100-0 15.25 

, iMiscellaneous >' ■ 8-71*900^0' ? * ' f ‘ '*■ • 552*00 

Prepayment and 

. Deposit's r ' ' 8-73-000-0-' " Cj * •' *‘‘ - ! ’ 1 • t/ " x '- l ‘ 

Deposits on containers 8-73-300-0 164.00 . 

•,••• . r ■ .• ’i.I, i 1 • • TTT 

Total Current Assets , (6,865,091*14) 


LONG TERM INVESTMENTS & FIXED ASSETS . . ... 

" ■ " — ... . • ■; , •••; • -r-rifi'. , • 1 ■ 

' *• . ' 

Equipment - _ 8-77-000-0, , , . f . ...... 

General' Government 1 ' 8-77-l60-0 ; " f '*■' ’ ; 594,391*70 ' 

Items in transit 8-77-500-0 . 125,532.70 

• i r.f •• b' -It. ..' / ;> ? v -< .:> ■■■ : fj -/ 

Total Long Terra Invt. & Fixed Assets 719.924.40 

•TOTAL ASSETS ' fi ' ,r ( 5.145.l66.74 


LIABILITIES AND SURPLUS 


CURRENT 


Accounts Payable 
Local Government 
Government Owned & 
% . Controlled, Corp. 
Unliquidated Obli- 
.. gations 
Miscellaneous 


8-81-000-0 

8-81-200-0 

8-81-300-0 

8-81-400-0 

8-81-900-0 


■■■') ;-v‘« 

r ; 1 - r. -r,: 

,» v: ."!•.[ ;• : ' 

- ; 15147’. *j 

100,460.48 

:136,012.04 

13,528.26 


• . • ‘ • ■ • ' '■ • 

Obligations Incurred 

;;R.A. 6400 0-82-000-0 6,242,303.00.,. . 

Obligations Incurred 

R*A. 5095 0—82—000—0 646,582.26 

Obligations Incurred 

B. C. 225 0-82-000-0 • 150,450.72 j.-. 
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Obligations Incurred in 

'01 V-.”.. 

v* t r. **• ♦■*. 

-* *1 *'.V, 


Excess of Allotment 

R.A. 6400 

0-82-700-0 

86 , 546.83 - 

; 

Obligations,- liquidated 



' . , 

R.A. 64 , OP: 01,1' 

0-83-000-0 

(5,977,268.63)’ 

t . 

Obligations (Liquidated • •:;..... 


• ' ’* • ; ’ 5 

R.A. 5Q95.-, . 

0-83-000-0 

( 646 , 582 . 26 ) 


Obligations Liquidated 



•: i ’ s :. 

B.C. 225. s- 

0-83-000-0 

( 150 , 091 . 19 ) 

i *• 


Obligations Liquidated . 



in exc ess .of # allotment - .r 

\ 

' \ ' — ■ 

; 


R.A. 6466 r—. 

0-83-700-0 

( 86 , 546 . 83 ) 


Total Current Liabilities . 


515,546.55 

SURPLUS 

Appropriations Allotod . 

RA 6400 

0 - 90 - 000-0 



Appropriations Alloted 

RA 5095 

0 - 90 - 000-0 

4 , 750.74 


Appropriations Alloted 

B.C. 225 

0 - 90 - 000-0 



Appropriations Alloted 

CA 186 & RA 660 

0-90-000-0 



Overdraft in Appropriations 

RA 6400 

0 -90-007-0 

( 86 , 546 . 83 ) 


Income 

0 -91-000-0 

52 , 160.67 


Invested Surplus 

Beginning of the year 

o-94-ooo-o 

637 , 067.68 


Purchases or Construction 

Sales 

0-94-101-0 

0-94-201-0 

90,000.00 
( 1 , 918 . 73 ) 


Loss or Other Involuntary 

Disposition 

0-94-207-0 

( 2 , 607 . 39 ) 


Depreciation 

0-94-210-0 

( 2,617.16) 


National Clearing Account 

RA 6400 

8-99-000-0 

( 6 , 531 , 078 . 66 ) 


National Clearing Account 

BC 192 

8-99-000-0 

( 205 , 744 . 00 ) 


National Clearing Account 

BC 205 

8-99-000-0 

( 127 , 214 . 78 ) 


National Clearing Account 

BC 206 

8-99-000-0 

( 103,856.43) 


National Clearing Account 

BC 212 

8-99-000-0 

( 135 , 856 . 43 ) 


National Clearing Account 

BC 213 

8-99-000-0 

( 97,606.99) 


National Clearing Account 

BC 225 

8-99-000-0 

( 150 , 450 . 72 ) 

1 

1 


Total Surplus 

TOTAL LIABILITIES AND 

SURPLUS 

(6,660,713.29) 

(6,145,166.74) 
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BREAKDOWN OF FIXED ASSETS - 8-77-100-0 


Motor Vehicles and 
Accessories 

Hand Tools' . '•‘•V. v : f 
Furniture and Equipment 
Ordinances' . '?■’• 
Technical and Scientific 
Equipment.!?' V ’ — 
Miscellaneous 
Items in Transit 


=< TOTAL 


8 - 77 -IOO-OI 8 
!••••• -021 
-022 
-024 

-025 

-030 

8 - 77 - 500 - 0 : 

‘ \ t ■ 


12i;614^74 
1,103.51 
455i : OOi.l8 
8,6 o4;o2 

2 , 323.60 
5*745.25 
125,532.70; ■ 

•719.924.40 
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IX. PROBLEMS 1 AND RECOMMENDATIONS ; __ 

1 , LACK OF EQUIPMENT AND TRAVELING EXPENSES - 
This year, as in previous years, inadequate logistics 
was a problem and a major cause for the slow disposition 
of cases and implementation of orders and decisions of 
the CARs. Out of the P100,000.00 appropriation of the 
CAR for equipment £>90,000,00 was released by the Budget 
Commission* This amount was used to purchase equipments 

r ... !', ; * i * 4 * ; 

to replace those lost through natural causes such as 
fire and theft or which have completely broken down. A 

. ‘ 1 r*;r. i :■ . * . *■ i ‘ * * * ■ ‘ ‘ , 

portion of the amount was used to equip new sub-offices 
established during the year with typewriters, tables, 
chairs, books and other necessary items. Considerably 
slowing down trial of cases and implementation of orders 
or decisions was the lack of motor vehicles which here¬ 
tofore had been used to penetrate remote towns and bar¬ 
rios. Only a few of the vehicles acquired in 1956 from 

* * “ ' V y •' J ' ‘ ■ ■ • - ■ ' .... 

the ICA and from the U.S. Armed Forces in 1966 are still 
in running condition. Most of those vehicles have been 
condemned for being beyond economic repair. 

Compounding the lack of vehicles is inadequate 
appropriations for traveling expenses. The Courts have 
been popularized as the "Courts or Wheels", the courts 
that go directly to the masses in ministering to their 
judicial needs. The Courts, however, now find it very 
difficult to keep up to their reputation as the "Courts 
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. °" 3??®®.^®"..* * n severa .l instances they have failed to 
n ®P eed y Justice to the grass roots because of 

. t f lis . lack of logistics. The allotments for traveling 
expenses are f a r too insufficient "for' tWir needs f 

especially with the break-down of the CARs motor 

>»: * - '■■'••v'.f.'"* .•«••• OK 000. OC 1 *'- 

vehicles. 

i . The solution to the foregoing problems'of the 

_ **’ m - : • ' ” • • •*’ : :t?n r 

Courts is obvious enough, but still needs saying. 

The Courts should be given more appropriation for 
equipment and traveling expenses to enable the CARs 

. • # ' ‘ ■*^ ;! ■: ■■'.v ^ri:i *yu-rr?r-• { «-!»vi:;. T 

f t0 res P°nd more speedily to the accelerated pace in 
the implementation of the land reform program. 

. . 2* COURT H OUSING AND ACCOMMODATIONS - 1 

The Land Reform Code does not contain any pro- 
vision which requires the local government where the 
branch seat of the CAR is located to provide accom- 
modations at least for the courthouse and office 
space for court personnel thus requiring the CARs, 
in areas where accommodations cannot be obtained in 
government buildings to pay rentals for the branch 
courtshouse and office'space.' This item of expense 
eats up the amount of no less than P50,000.00 a year 
from the appropriations of the CARs for sundry and 
miscellaneous expenses, greatly affecting other 



_ - __ 

- e 8 &®fl&4afo :ser ; vi.G,e3f« : v ;;Lggiglation. has been proposed so 
~on^9« t.o ;; niake.- it .r the obligations-of; the provincial or city 
or in government. . concerned to « provide the • CARs . with . ac.com- 
‘ :j-: WP.dations . : in gQyernraent buildings free*? of*charge* 

*• •3*. -IMPLEMENTATION OF- GAR: ORDERS - AND DECISIONS - 
• • :•■ r Complaints -have .consistently been made : by; the 
peasant population•that although the polieyoof:the 
.. CARs .relaxing the n -rule-on;payment, cf-legal; fees.;has 
•>jbeen most beneficial, to.them, rand that inspite of 

directives from the Honorable, ;the Secretary of Justice, 
they still, encounter -difficulty-, in. the;*implementation 
, ;-?! of orders and'decisions of the .GARs- by . provincial or 
. • oitysheriffs and their deputies because these officials 
..invariably : require them- to pay the ■ fees .provided, in 
ic. : 'S©C;.- ; 7 t Rule 141 of the Rules, of Court The CARs have 
t.-P artially solved .this problem .by;deputizing its < own 
-.-personnel to implement interlocutory-orders,The cur- 
. rent appropriation i act carries .items of deputy .sheriffs 
•r for each saia of-the GARs jr : However , ^ the positions 
v .have ,remained; vacant .because the appropriation .for said 
positions have not been programmed by the Budget-.Com¬ 
mission. Until the appropriations for the positions 
of Deputy Sheriffs are fully programmed h’a will 
remain a problem. 



PROBLEMS AND RECOMMENDATIONS- 


LOW SALARIES FOR STENOGRAPHIC 
iJCiring' the fiscal year, ‘ several topnotch ; sieno- 
reporters of the : CARS ' have'transferred' to the 
Coliffe's-'of First Instance and -Criminal- : Circuit' Cotirts 


'^ii&uce'd by higher-salaries ’ in ! the-'-latter Courts. 
'Salaries of'stenographic reporters' of J tilt CARs are 
r - Standardized at P400# 00' per month. The Court r s' : of 
■■'•^irst Instance and Crirhinal Circuit CoUrtS' offer an 
aVera^e entrance salary of P550.00 1 for stenographic 
:! reporters. The enticement of higher salaries in 
other Courts' ha's 1 caused r an exodus of the ! AiOre •competent 
stenographic reporters of the CAfts to the said COurts. 
And- it "is near impossible to find immediate 1 replace- 
r me'hts'because it takes several months' to train r hew 


Stenographers to the level of proficiency required of 
"’Court stenographic reporters. At the’ rate' CAR ; 'steno¬ 
graphic reporters ate transferring," the effectiveness 
'and efficiency of the CARs will greatly hammered", un- 
' lesS ' the salaries of CARS stenographic"reporter's• are 
"'increased to the level of stenographers iti- ordinary 
courts • 
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:sogcn 

llognn 

iar 

ioc City 
:olod City 

>u City 


NUMBER OF CA333 








1st Hogionr.1 District 



F 

T 

i 

- Tuguegarao, Cagayan 

- 


■ 95 

102 

ii 

- Ilagan, Isabela - 

- 

- 

440 

113 

II- A 

- Bayombong, N. Viz. - 

- 


349 

106 

2nd Regional District 





I 

- Laoag City - - - - - 

- 

- 

11 

12 

II 

- San Fernando, L. U. 

“ 

- 

7 

9 

3rd Regional District 





I 

- Lingayen, Pang. - - 

- 

- 

452 

194 

II 

- T3jrug, Pang. 

- 

- 

432 

203 

III 

- Iba, Zair.bales - - 

- 

- 

32 

88 

4th E 

logional District 





I 

- Cnbnnatuan City - - 



513 

460 

I-A 

- Son Joso, iJ.E* - - 

- 

- 

348 

197 

I-B 

- Quezon, N.E, - - 

- 

- 

183 

395 

II 

- Guimb.a, N.E. - - 

- 

- 

134 

291 

II-A 

- Cuyapo, N.E. - - 

- 

* 

80 

130 

III 

- T.irl^.c, Torino - - 

- 

- 

70 

106 

IV 

- Pnuiqui, Tarlac - - 

- 

- 

156 

121 

III-A 

- Gapan, N.E. - 

- 

- 

1$8 

91 

~.TI-3 

- S«:u: Isilro, H.i., - - 

- 

- 

118 

84 

5 th R 

egicnnl district 





I 

- M n .lclos, Dul~.c'in - - 

- 

- 

132 

188 

I-A 

- Baliung, Dulacnn - 


_ 

lSl 

- n t 

-.CO 

II 

- San Fdo ., Panp. - 

- 

- 

163 

121 

II-A 

- Sto. Tonis, Pmp*- - 

- 

- 

57 

63 

III 

- Angelos City - - 

- 

- 

132 

166 

IV 

- Balanga, Dntaan - - 

- 

•m 

50 

44 

6th Regional District 





T 

- Quezon City - - 


— 

9 

4 

ii 

- Cavite City - 

- 

- 

51 

50 

hi 

- Pasig, Rizal - - 


- 

153 

55 

7th Regional District 





i 

- Los Baflos, Lngunn - 

- 

- 

124 

117 

ii 

- Bolnyan, - 


~ 

96 

88 

hi 

- San Jose, Occ. Mind. 

- 

— 

75 

72 

III-A- Calapan, Or. Hind. 

- 

- 

131 

109 


XEB.AKB i; :.'HIN.iTHD DURING THE 

FJ.jr.J-SJ 1.-1172 



8tu R..\?ic:;al District 

_F 

T 

I - Lucena City - — - 

312 

288 

II - Cast, Grin. Norte - - - 

20 

18 

9th Regional district 



I - Mrup City - - - - 

441 

278 

II - Logaspi City - - - - 

50 

52 

III- Sorsogon, Sorsogon - - 

10th Regional District 

37 

39 

I - Iloilo City - - - - 

330 

226 

II - Rc xas City - - - - 

46 

27 

11th Regional District 



I - Bncolod City - - - - 

213 

199 

II - Dunagnate City — - 

69 

46 

III - 3an Carloc City - 

12th Regional District 

15 

43 

I - 0 vt bale gin, Saranr - - 

5 

8 

II - Grace City - - - - 

95 

46 

13th Regional District 



I - Cebu City - - - - 

72 

.121 

II - T .gbii'aaun, Bohol - - 
l’:th '...gijr.nl District ' 

36 

30 

I - Cagayan ae Oro-- 

159 

l4l 

II - Hi g'ui City -- 

24 

28 

15tii Regional District 



I- Davao City - - - - 

135 

93 

II- Cctab ''to City - - - - 

33 

31 

III - Czariis City — - - 

225 

187 

III-A - Molavo, Z”.ib. dol our- 

443 

206 

Total — 7,617 

6,074 

H A P - Jhe’..’i: , .g the (l) Region' 

a 


Districts nr.u (2) the 



Dunbar of C '.sen Filed '.and 


Tcrrr.irnteu During F,Y. 



1971-1972 






O vr.o *it.y 




juaDXVjim&Brx UA UAK DISTRICT .TTm(VR« 


Appendix 11 2" 

AS OP JUNE 30, 1972 


NAME OF JUDGES 

DATE APPOINTED 

DATE OP 

PERMANENT 0FP.ICIAL 


OATH TAKING 

• STATTnW 

1. Hon. Juan A. Baes 

June 16, 1966 

Aug. 10, 1966 

7th HD, Br. i, Los Banos 




Laguna 

2. Hon. Agustin J. Bagasao 

July 21, 1963 
Re-appointment s 
Jan. 23, 1966 
May 20, 1966 

July 21, 1963 

Jan. 23, 1966 

3rd rd, Br. I, Lingayen, 
Pangasinan 

»U. L.., „ 

3. Hon. Josue Bellosillo 

June 26, 1971 

July 29, 1971 

10th RD, Br. I, Iloilo Cit^h 

4. Hon. Edon B. Brion 

Aug. 27, 1968 

Sept. 2, 1968 

7th rd, Br. hi, San Jose 




- Occ. Mindoro 

3» Hon. Ramon Britanico . 

: June 26, 1971 

Jan. 1, 1972 

# 

13th RD, Br. Ill, Ozamis 




City 

6 . Hon. Domingo jj. Cabangon 

Nov. 28, 1933 

Dec. 3,-1933 

4th RD, Br. IV, Paniqui, 



\ 

Tarlac 

7- Hon. Eudocio Oacho 

Aug. 14, 1967 

Sept. 1, 1967 

1st rd, Br. 1 , Tuguegarao, 




Cagayan 

8 . Hon. Bienvenido D. Chingcuangco 

Aug. 18, 1963 
Re-appointments 

Aug. 31 , 1963 


* — 

Sept. 10, 1966 
May 19, 1967 

196$ 4th ED, ar. i, cabanatuan 

July 3 , 1967 City 






9» Hon. Mariano jformoso 

10. Hon. pilomeno G. Gapultos 

11. Hon. Milagros A. German 

12. Hon. Getulio z. Guevarra 

13. Hon. Abraham Leano 
•^■4. Hon. Santiago Ledesma 
13* Hon. Cleto p. Leus 

16. Hon. Juan Llaguno 

17. Hon. Artemio C. Macalino 

18. Hon. Boberto M. Madrid 


- 2 - 


Be-appointment : Aug. 3, 1965 
June 16, 1966 June 17, 1966 

July 12, 1967 ;July 14, 1967 


Aug. 9, 1963 :Aug. 14, 1963 
Be-appointments 


'Jan. 23, 1966 
:May 26, 1966 
.Aug. 27, 1968 

:May 19, 1967 
May 20, 1966 
May 10, 1972 


: Jan. 23, 1966 
iMay 20, 1966 

.Aug. 27, 1968 

• 

:May 19, 1967 

.July 3, 1967 

» 

sMay 20, 1966 


: June 10, 1972 


: Sept. 10, 19b6:Sept. 10, 1966 
. He-appointment. 

'May 19, 1967 ‘May 19, 1967 
: :July 3, 1967 

‘Aug. 17, 1967 : sept. 6, 1967 

June 27, 1962 .July 6, 1962 

Sept. 10, 1966:sept. 13, 1966 

Be-appointment 

May 19, 1967 : M ay 19, 1967 

1 July 3, 1967, . 


4th RD, Br. 1, Guimba, 
Bueva Eciga 

13th BD, Br. 1, Davao 
City 

3th BD, Br. hi, Angeles 
City 


•^-Ath BD, Br. II, Dumaguete 
City 

2nd ED, Br. II, Laoag 
Ilocos Horte 

13th BD, Br. 11, Cotabato 
City 

m 

6th ED, Br. II, Cavite 
City 


9th ED, Br. I, Baga City 

6th ED, Br. 1, Quezon City 

10th BD, Br. 11, Boxas 
City 





- 3 - 


19* Hon. Arturo V. Malazo 


June 16, 1972 

20. Hon. Higinio j&ontilla 

May 3, 1972 

May 29 , 1972 

21. Hon. Exaltacion a. bavarro 

June 2b, 1971 

July 17 , 1971 

22. Hon. Jose B. Havarro 

Sept. 10, 1966 
He-appointment 

Sept. 19 , 1966 


May 19, 1907 

May 19, 1967 

Jvdjr 3» i-907 

23. Hon. Alfredo b'oel 

Aug. 28, 19b8 

Sept. 3 , I9b8 

^4. Hon. Generoso p. obusan 

March 28, 1969 ; 

June 10, 19b9 

23. Hon. Evaristo Ortega 

1 June 26, 1971 

: Aug. 19, 1971 

26. Hon. Alberto Eeyes 

June 16, 1972 

June 29, 1972 

^ 7 • Hon. Baldomero B. Heyes 

Aug. 9, 1963 

June 16, 1966 


Ee-appointment 



June 16, 1966 


28. Hon. Pastor p. Heyes 

Jan. 18, 1936 

Jstn* 21 9 I 95 fc> 


3rd ED, Br, II, layug, 
Pangasinan 

2nd ed, Br. II, San 

pernando, ^a Union 

13th ED, Br. 1 , cebu Cit 

lltb HD, Br. in, San 
Carlos, H'eg. Ccc. 


13th HD, Br. 11 , lagbi- 
laran, .oohol 

, ! 


14tn id), Br. n, Hi an 
City 

3rd HD, Br. m, iba, 
Zambales 

7th HD, Br. II, Balayan, 
Batangas 


14th ED, Br. 1 , Cagayan 
de oro City 


6 th HD, Br. in, Pasig, 


13 






^9. Hon. Jose &. Santos 

30. Eon. Joselina Garcia-£a 

31. Hon. Gavino H. Sepulveda 
34. Hon. Manuel jn. Serapio 

33. Hon. valeriano A. del Valle 
34-• Hon. Gregorio L. Venturanza 

33. Hon. Miguel 1 . Valera 
3b. Hon. Antonio 0. Yatco 

37. V A C AM (1) 


Jan. 18, 1956 

Jan. 21, 1956 

Aug. 27 , 1968 

Aug. 29, 1968 

July 4, 1967 

July 14, 1967 

Oct. 7 , 1968 
Ke-appointment 

May 19, 1969 

Oct. 7 , 1968 

June 27 , 1962 

July 18, 1962 

May 19, 1967 : 

July 6 , 1967 

« 

4 

April 17, 1971 ; 

« 

Aug. 4, 1971 

* 

• 

Original not 
submitted : 

Re-appointments : 
Aug. 27 , 1966 

May 19, 1967 : 

• 

Sept. 3, 1966 
May 19, 1967 
July 3 , 1967 


3th HD, Br. 1 , Malolos 
Bulacan 

9th HD, Br. in, Sorsog 
Sorsogon 

12th HD, Br. II, uriLoc 
City 

3th ED, Br. IV, Balanga 
Bataan 


9th ED, Br. II, Le b asp 
City 

12th ED, Br. I, Catbalo 
gan, Samar 

/ > . - . 


1st ED, Br. II, ila b an, 
Isabela 

6th ED, Br. I, Lucena 
City 


8th ED, Br. H, Daet, 
Cam.. Bur- 






38. VACANT (2) 

39. VACANT ( 3 ) 

40. V A C A N T (4) 


lltii rd, Br. j, Bacolod 
City 

5th HD, Br. II, San 

Fernando, pampanga 

4th HD, Br. hi, Tarlac 
Tarlac 


(1) Vacated upon retirement of judge Generoso Avendanio on June 8 , 1972 

(«:) Judge Severiano de .aeon filed nis certificate of candidacv for 
Governor of Catanduanes on September 8 , 1972 . ^aiaacy lor 

(3) vacateu upon aeatn of Judge Isidro Tayag on September 4, 1971 

(4) Vacated upon death of Judge Bioscoro Pineda on February 23 , 1972 . 






ASSIGNM ENT OF CUi^IgGjM^gS 
AS OP JUNE -50 T lQ'pp 


Appendix «3» 


NAME OF CGuttloSICNER 

1* Coni. £liseo c. .alinsug 
Com. pausto T. Allado 
pm Com. muriano £• j5ei©n 
4. com. idonisio Cadag 

5« Com. Brundino a, Cajucom 

6. com. •‘■'ominaaor ?. catalig 

7» Com. Domingo p. oopdova 
o. oom. xVernanuo B» Bimaculangan 
9» Com. Gnesimo jj. Bspe^o 

10. Com. Celedonio p. Felizardo 

H. Com. Buis A. a ogata 

vN 


DATE 

APPOINTED 


1-21-56 


DATE OP 
GjiTH TAKING 


2-1-56 


ASSIGNMENT 


' il-14-60 

11-16-60 

11-15-60 

4-19-61 

7-12-71 

8-20-71 

7-9-71 

7-19-71 

4-11-07 
Ee-appointed 
6-7-67 

4-13-67 

d-27-68 

9-11-68 

1-18-56 

1-20-56 

11-8-60 

12-16-60 

4-10-57 

4-24-57 

8-2-56 

8-2-56 


13tli RD, Br. I, cebu city 

6 th HD, Br. I, ^uezon City 

4th HD, 3r. j, Cabanatuan ci 

15th ED, Br. Ill— a, Aoiave, 
Z&fliboanga del ijnr 

4th ED, pr. Ill, Xarlac, 
Tarlac 

5th HD, Br. I-A, Baliwag, 
Buiacan 

10th ED, Br. 1, Iloilo city 

3rd ED, Br. II, iba, Bambale; 

5th ED, Br. 11, Malolos, 
Buiacan 

7th ED, ijr. 11, Balayan, 

• Eawou5a&^>. i v 

4-th ED, Br. IH-a, Gapan, 
Nueva Bcija 





12. C®m. Borberto Gallardo 
13• Com. Hemedios Gatmaitan 
14. Com. Frimo Gorosp^ 

15- Com. Eestor F. Hino 
lb. Com. Claro F. Pads 
17- Com. Aliezer A. Patricio 

13. com. Virgilio S. Patricio 

19. Com. Euio Sucaldito 

20. Com. Samuel Suico 

21. Com. Isidro landoc 

22. Com. pomulo s. Urrea 


- 2 - 


8-9-71 

1 - 18-36 

8 - 10-66 

1 - 18-36 

8-27-68 

12-4-62 

8-28-68 

3-12-56 

11-3-67 
Ee-appointment 
5-19-67 : 

1 - 18-56 [ 

... 6-17-66 . 

V V •- . . ■* ; 


9-30-71 

5-2-56 

8- 13-66 

I- 25-56 
8-27-68 
12-28-62 

9- 4-68 

5- 9-56 

II- 8-67 
7-6-o7 

1-15-56 

6 - 1&-66 . . 


lltn ED Br. 1, Bacolod 
City 

5th. HD, Br. II, San Fer¬ 
nando, Pampanga 

4th ED, Br. I-A, San Jose 
City (Bueva Bcija) 

3rd ED, 3r. n, Tayug, 
Pangasinan 

9th ED, Br. II, Legaspi 
City 

10th ED, Br. II, Eoxas 
City 

11th ED, Br. I, Bacolod 
City 

10th ED, Br. I, Iloilo 
City 

15th ED, Br. in, ozamis 
City 


3rd ED, Br. I, Lingayen, 
pangasinan 

1st ED, - Br*--»U .Hagan- 
- Isabela 
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25. VAC a B 0? (1) . * 

24. VACAS! (2) : : : 

VAC/Ai.CIiiS CCCASIuifiiiD BY: : 

(1) transfer of former Com. Bamon £. Nazareno to the CFI as Judge - May 29, 1971. 

(2) vacated by former com. Elpiaio Valera who filed his certificate 6f candidacy 
for Governor of Abra on September 15, 1971. 
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23. VACANT (1) . 

• : : 

24. V A CANT (2) : : ; 

VAC^GIBS OCCASIONS!/ BY: : 

( 1 ) '.Transfer oi former Com. Eamon £. Kazareno to the CFI as Judge - May 29, 1971 

(2) Vacated by former com. Elpidio Valera >.,ho fried his certificate it candidacy 
for Governor of Abra on September 13, 1971 . 




aPPBNLH "4 : ' 


^SIGkivummT Oj? PAxi OjjijRRc) UiT OuUxtU} 





*\jj UJ? j une 

50, 

1972 


iiAiiLi 

oi 1 Cii.^cvh.D GoUiiT 

• 

• 

AlJ^ut^iL 

• 

• 

i»aTa OF 
OA ( l‘n IAiiING 

: a S S I (j N k B N I S 

1. A^ty. 

Juan T. .-iduna 

• 

y 

6-10-69 

• 

• 

b-lb-69 

s AV id), Br. Ill, Ozamis City 

2. Atty. 

orlando i-. ^lparce 


12 - 27-68 

• 

• 

1-3-69 

: li xtb, Dr. II, jjebaspi oity 

3. .*.tty. 

Belen a. altonaga 


5-10-69 

• 

• 

5-20-69 

: VI id), br. I, Quezon Oity 

4. Atty. 

iduardo Aquino 



• 

• 

10-19-70 

: II NB, Br. II, San Fernando 
La Union 

3* Atty. 

Amando 2. Malaria 


6-7-69 

• 

• 

7-1-69 

: IV xib, Br. 1, oabanatuan oi _ 

6. Atty. 

iastor f i. .aalugo 


4-2-68 

• 

• 

b- 13-68 

: All ad, Br. II, Ormoc Oity 

7 * .^.t c y • 

Felixoerto B^yani 


9-1-71 

• 

• 

11-19-71 

i VI itB, Br. Ill, Basic, Biza’ 

6. ^Gty. 

uscar V- -ueroudez 


3_9_64 

• 

• 

4-30-64 

: IV ad , Br. IV, laniqui, lar. 

9* At-ty. 

Belize Bruan, Jr. 


9-29-64 

• 

• 

9-29-64 

: VIII Ab, at. I, Bucena City 

10. Atty. 

•leopisto Caoagnot (x^ 


5-24-72 

• 

• 

6-15-72 

: xiIII id), Br. II, Tagbilaran 
Boiiol 

ll. ^tty. 

Amador V. Casino 


5-20-b4 

• 

* 

6-25-64 

: IV id), Br. Ill, 1‘arlac, rar! 

12. JLtTjy. 

Icoberto F. Colmenar 


3-9-b4 

• 

• 

4-10-&4 

: VI xtu, Dr. II, Cavite city 

13. Atty. 

nogelio Deang 


11-28-66 

• 

• 

11-29-68 

: V ad, Br. Ill, Angeles City 

14. .Otty. 

uelacio Y. Dimayuga 


7-7-70 

• 

• 

8-21-70 

: VII id), Br. II, ban Jose, 
Occidental Mindoro . 

(x) New 

position created under 

fia 

6400 (Item No. 

* • *•* •,*. 

807) 

- 
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15. Atty. Francisco Edquid 

7-3-67 : 

7-17-to7 : 

16. Atty. ^eandro C. Estrada 

4-22-64 

5-19-64 : 

x7. Atty. Benjamin c. Fernandez 

3-10-69 : 

5-20-69 : 

16. Atty. Bd^arao xv.. Front era 

12-16-64 ; 

12-17-64 ; 

19* Atty. martin a. unlit (1) 

-56 : 

No record; 

20. At uy • . a.* b ar Qustilo 

5-8-69 : 

5-15-69 : 

21. Atty. Vivencio de Jesus 

6-17-72 : 

6-26-72 : 

22. Atty. ma. Anita E. Lucagbo (2j 

4-26-72 : 

5-11-72 : 

23. Atty. Heruiinigiiao madamba 

o-26-54 : 

9-1-64 ; 

24. Atty. Bonifacio H. Aaranon (3) 

No record : 

1-21-56 : 

23. ^--tty. Eustacia N. marfil 

7-22-70 : 

8-10-70 : 

26. Atty. Lualnati Lartin 

4-29-69 ; 

5-19-69 : 

27. Atty. Hosaur-o 0. Hevilla 

10-2-54 ; 

10-13-64 ; 

28. .^.tty. Salvador u. Silerio 

3-16-o9 : 

5-20-69 : 

<^9. Atty. Santiago S* Bunga 

No record; 


30. Atty. Alfredo C. faganas (4) 

1-18-56 ; 

No record; 


XXX HD , • III, Jbd j 4j3iQu8l6S 

III i£D, Br. I, Lingayen, Fantasias 

Ia HD, Br. I, Kaga city 

VII HD, Br. II, Balayan, Batan & as 

XV RB, Br. II, Davao '-'ity 

A.I HD, Br. HI, San Carlos City 
(Ke 0 ros occidental) 

II RD, Br. I, Laoag City 

XTV ra>, Br. 1, Cagayan de Gro Oitji 

I HD, Br. II, Hagan, Isabela 

jL x 2D, Br. I, Iloilo City 

XII ED, Br. I, Cebu City 

V HD, Br. I, Malolos, Bulacan 

VII HD, Br. I, Bos Banos, Laguna 
IX HD, Br. Ill, sorsogon, Sorsogo*. 

V HD, Br. II, San Fernando, pampaL 

VIII HD, Br. II, Daet, Cam. Norte 


(1; retailed in me ^.V nUj, Br. II, ootabato City. 

(2) Former incumbent transferred to office of Agrarian Counsel on march 1, 1972-; 
(3v .Detailed..in. the central,.office, • C. • ......... - . 

(4; netailea in the III HD, Br. II, layug, pangasinan. 
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31. Atty. Tito V. Tagarao 

32. Atty. Iluminado j). Tale 
33* Atty. Erasto i). Tanciongco 
34. Abcy. urencio E. Tugade 

33. V a CANT (1) 

36. VACANT (x) 

37 • V a 0 a E T 

36. V a C A N T 1 ;• 


7- 21-67 : 

8 - 22-68 : 

4- 26-69 : 

5- 14-69 : 


8- 16-67 : XI ED, Br. I, Bacolod City 

9- 10-68 : XI ED, Br. II, uumaguete City 

5- 26-69 : V ED, Br. XV, Balanga, Bataan 

6- 2-69 : I Eli, Br. I, Tuguegarao, Cagayan 

: IV El), Br. II, Guimba, Nueva 

Ecija 

: IX ED, Br. Ill, Sorsogon, 

Sorsogon 

: V ED, Br. Ill, Angeles City 
: XIV ED, Br. II, Iligan City 


(1) incumbent Atty. Marta M. Dallo died on May 18, 1972. 

(i.) second position of Clerk of Court created under EA 6400 (Item No. 683). 

























































OFFICE 

of t:::; 

EXECUTIVE JUD3E 


OFFICE 
CF TIE 

COMMISSIONERS 


courts of ,.jRari«n relations 

CTi3;u IIZaTIcNAL CHART 
Central Office 4 Regional Dictricts- 
Branchou an of June 30 , 1972 



/°3 

f~\ / —^ 




























j-3rnr.chcs at: 


SLEVaiTI! I I TSfSLUTJ 
IiDSIG'I/tL DISTRICT | | R3SICHAL DISTRICT 


Branch I 
Br.colod City 

3ronch II 

Dumaguutc City \ : 

Branch III 

San Carlo j City { 


Branch I 

C. it b al o,? an, 3 an nr 

Branch II 
Cnaoc City 


l-.'i - San Jose City ] 

I- ii ~ \iezon, ii,E. 

II- .-. - Cuynpo, N.3. 

III- A - Gnpnn, K.Z. 

III-L •» San Isidro, K.2. 

3D 

I- A - Baliwag, Bulacnn 

II- A - Sto. Tomas, tampanga 

JRD 

III- A - Calapan, Mindoro 

Oriental 


15th 3D 

Br. III-A - Molnvo, 

Zamboanga, del Sur 


1 District Judg, 

1 Clerk of Court 
1 Deputy Clerk of 
Court 

3 Stenographic - 
Importers 
1 Translator 
1 Clerk 


COHPLL- CUT 

t iitucir 

1 Dock.t Cl 
1 Deputy Sh 
1 Bailiff 
1 Security ( 
1 Driver 
1 Stitcher 
1 Laborer 
1 Janitor 


/O') 


iM 









EXECUTIVE JUDGE 
Also District Judge 
Branch I, Sixth RD 
Quezon City) 


Ecijs 


fifth 

iC3ICli«L DISTRICT 
3r .Uriah I 

Malolos, 3ulr.cn:'. 

Branch II 

San ?jrn :.n lo, r'rnnp 

Branch III 
Angelos City 

Branch IV 
Baitings, Data-in 


SIXT.T 

REii' ::al distrij: 

Dr non 1 
Qiuz'V City 

Branch II 
Cavite City 

Broach III 
Pasig, P.isal 


sivaiT'i 

:: GICihtL DISTRICT 
Ir-.nch I 

Lcr B'iios,Laguna 

Rr:icA II 
- al:.yan,2at:.:igas 

Br-’iich III 
Kcnburao, Dec* 
Mindoro 


HL 


eighth 

REGIONAL DISTRICT 

Branch I 
Lucona City 

Branch II 

Daot, Camarillos j 
Norte <.j 


TWELFTH 

R33I0NAL DISTRICT 

i Branch I 
1 C.atbalo,g.a:i,3anar 

iBranch II 
:Crmoc City 


! THIRTEENTH 
REGIONAL DISTRICT 

Branch I 
Cobu City 

Branch II 
Tagbilaran,Bohol 


FOURTEENTH 
REGIONAL DISTRICT 

Branch I 

Cagayan ;V.. Cro 

City 

Branch II 
Iligxi City 


FIFTEENTH 
REGIONAL DISTRICT 

Branch I 
Duv 10 City 

Branch II 
Cotabr.to City 

Branch III 
Cz?jnis City 


'- D-D. COMPLIME NT 
' tty'l.cr/ BRANCH 


1 Docket Cl.rk 
1 Deputy Sh .riff 
1 Bailiff 
1 Security Guard 
1 Driver 
1 Stitcher 
1 Laborer 
1 Janitor 


COURT CF .iGUHilAS RELATIONS 
PERSONNEL CHART 
of Regional Districts/Branchos 
as of June 30, 1972 


//h v 



















,1 Mtongoinoni Analyst 
1 Aost* Management 
Analyst ( See ovor) 


■ **T;- ~r ; - 

.. t* ■£:>* . * jz. 



O.F F I C 3 
OF THE 

EXECUTIVE JUDGE 


1 Executive Judge 
1 Head Executive Asuistant 
1 Sr. Exec, Asst. f 

(See ov or) | | 

MANAGEMENT I _ 

ANALYST STAFF - I '1 


PDICAL & 
DENTAL UNIT f 

1 Examining Physician 

2 Dentists 

See over) 


■ v ' LEGAL AFFAIRS 
DIVISION • 


1 Chief Legal affairs 
Officer (Chief of 
Division) 

1 iisst. Cnio- Legal 
Af fairs Off. (See over) 

trial option I- 



1 senior Legal Affairs 
. Off. (Chief of 
Section) 

6 Trial Attorneys 
(See over) 


UP/ LITIGATION 
_SECTION 


- 1 

1 Cliiof Inv .otigation 
Attorney (Chief of 
Section) 

(See over) 


■a 


1 Chief Research Atty. 

(Chief of Section) 

1 Sr. Research Atty. 

(See over) 



1 Expropriation Atty. 
(Chief of Section) 

7 Expropriation Attys, 

2 Clerics 

7n~ 


ADMINISTRATIVE 

DIVISION 


1 Administrative Off. 
(Chief of Division) 
_(See over) 


PRE-AUDIT Sc 
CORRESPONDENCE 
SECTION 


1 Administrative Asst. 
(Chief of Section) 
(See ovor) 



PERSONNEL 

SECTION 






1 Administrative Asst. 
(Chief of Section) 
(See over) 


training 

SECTION 


1 Training Officer 
(Chief of Section) 
(Sec over) 


PROPERTY 

SECTION 



I 



1 Property Officer 
(Chief of Section) 

1 Supply Officer (See 

over ) 


RECORDS 

SECTION ~ 

1 Records Officer 
(Chief cf Section) 

1 Asst, Records Off. 


JUDICIAL AFFAIRS 
DIVISION 


1 Chief Judicial Affairs 
Officer (Chief of Div.) 
1 Asst. Chief Judicial 
Affairs Officer 

(See over). 


STATISTICAL 

SECTION 


1 Statistician 
(Chief of Section) 

(See over) 

STENOGRAPHERS- 
AT-LARGE SEC.’ 

1 Chief Stenographer 
(Chief of Section) 

1 Sr. Stenographer 
20 Stenographic Reporters 
GENERAL 

— SERVICES ; 

SECTION _ 

1 Administrative Assistant 
(Chief of Section5 
1 Chief Security Officer 
(See over) 


CASH SECTION 


1 Collecting & Disbursing Off, 
(Chief of Section) 

2 Cashiers 

1 Supervising Cash Clerk 
_(See ovor)_ 


1 Chief Act 
of Divis: 
1 Asst. Ch: 
(So 



1 Bookkcepc 
(Chief oi 

1 Bookkeopc 
(See o\ 



1 Suporvisi 

(Chief o 

2 Acctg. Cl 

1 Stitcher 



1 Suporvisi 
(Chief of 
1 Clerk 


RECORD 
LANECU 

1 Accountin 
(Chief of 
1 Clerk 

1 Clerical 

2 Stitchers 































vvVdisr*'''. 


OFFICE 
OF THE 

EXECUTIVE JUDGE 


*tvo J« d S° 

Executive As;;istant_ 
Xec, Asst# 

See over) 

rn..."" 

EF S 


sicija 


OFFICE 
OF THE 

COMMISSIONERS 
24 Commissioners 


ACCOUNTING 

DIVISION 

1 Chief Accountant (Chief 
of Division) 

1 Asst. Chief Accountant 
(See over) 

bookkeeping 

SECTION ' — 

1 Bookkeeper 

(Chief of Section) 

1 Bookkeeper 
(See over) 

DISBURSEMENT _ 

SECTION 

1 Supervising Acctg.Clerk 

(Chief of Section) 

2 Acctg. Clerks 

1 Stitcher 

. REVENUE 
SECTION — 

1 Supervising Acctg.Clerk 
(Chief of Section) 

1 Clerk 

RECORDS C; MISCEL¬ 
LANEOUS SECTION ~ 

- — -- 

1 Accounting Clerk 
(Chief of Section) 

1 Clerk 

1 Clerical Aide 

2 Stitchers 


appendix "711 


COURTS OF AGRARIAN RELATIONS 

personnel c:iu;t 

CSNTRAL -FFIC3 
CF JUNE 30 , 1972 * • 


BUDGET Cc FISCAL 
DIVISION ' 

1 Chief Budget ST Fiscal Ofj 
(Chief of Division) 

1 Asst. Budget 8c Fiscal Of] 

1 Supervising Clerk 
1 Cleric 
1 Laborer 
5 Stitchers 

BUDGET' ’ I 
SECTION ~ 

1 Budget Officer 
(Chief of Section) 

1 Budget Analyst 

1 Budget Aide 

2 Clorks 
1 Laborer 


FISCAL & STiiTIS- I 
TICAL SECTION [ 

1 Budget Examiner 
(Chief of Section) 
1 Fiscal Cl.rk 
1 Clerk 
1 Stitcher 
1 Janitor 


. ...u INTERNAL AUDIT 

SERVICE 

1 Chief Internal Auditor 
(Chief of Service) 

1 Asst. Chief Int. Aud. 

1 Stitcher 


1 Internal Auditor 
(Chief of Section) 

1 Auditing Examiner 
(Asst. Chief of Section) 

3 auditing Examiners 

2 Senior Clorks 

1 Records Stitcher 

1 Stitcher 

2 Laborers 

FIELD 

AUDIT SECTION 

1 Internal Auditor 
(Chief of Section) 

1 Auditing Examiner 
(Asst. Chief of Section) 

3 Auditing Examinors 

2 Stitchers 
1 Laborer 


/£>7 


A 














•— ■ MANAGEMENT-ANALYST — 
STAFF 
Tcon't) 

1 Researcher • 
1 Stitohei* 


LEGAL AFFAIRS DIVTSTrn 

fCon't) ~ 

1 Clerk 

1 Stenographer 

TRIAL SECTION 
[Con*t) 

6 Trial Attorneys 
1 Legal Aiie 
1 Senior Clerk 

1 Stenographer . 

2 Clerks 

investigation section 

' (Con't) 

I 

. 1,Supervising Invest¬ 
igation Attorney 
10 Investigators 

1 Supervising Clerk 

2 Legal Aides 
1 Clerk 

1 Clerical Aide 

RSSZaXII A PUBLICATION 
SECTION 
TCon't) 

1 Asst. Clerk of Court 
1 Sr. Court Decision 
Reporter 

4 Research Attorneys 
1 Court Decision Reporter 

1 Reference Librarian 

2 Senior Clerks 
1 Legal Hide 

3 Clerks 

1 Clerical Aide 
• Stitch*™ • 


ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISION 
(Con'ti r 

1 Asst* Adn* Officer 
1 Stenographer 

PRE-AUDIT & CORRESPONDBfCS 
SECTION 
(Con't) 

1 Supervising Clerk 

2 Senior Clerks 
.1 Clerk t' 

2 Clerical Aides 

3 Stitchers 

PERSONNEL 'SEPTIC?: 

“ (Con't) 

1 Administrative Assistant 
1 Asst. Chief of Personnel 
Section 

1 Supervising Clerk 

2 Senior Clerks 
1 Personnel Aide 
1 Clerk 

1 Clerical Aide 
4 Stitchers 

TRAINING SECTION 
(Con't) 

1 Asst. Chief Training 
Officer 
1 Researcher 
1 Audio Visual Operator 
1 Docket Clerk 
1 Clerk 



2 Exec. Aa'&i 
1 Special -ft 

1 Private <s ( 
1 Security g 

3 Laboropa 

■I Stitchejcj • 


GENERAL stt 
. (Con 

1 Head Jan 
1 IHuatra 
6 Security 

1 Senior J 

4 Drivers. 

. 2 Bindery. ‘ 

2 Duplicat: 

5 Janitors 
11 Laborers 

1 Binder 

2 Stitcheri 


CASH SBCTTf 

(!con't) 

1 Cash C],ei 
1 Clerk 
1. Cnshior-i 
1 Stitcher 


RECORDS SEC 
(Con't) 

1 Supervisi: 

1 Clerk-Typ; 

2 Clerks 
1 Laborer 
1 Stitcher 


PROPERTY SECTION 
(Con't) 

1 Storekeeper 

3 Store-Aides 

4 Laborers 

2 Stitchers 


- OfryiCg PF-THE ' • 
EXF/lUmS JUDGE 

2 Exec* Assistant 

1 Special Assistant 
1 Private Secretary 
1 Security Guard 

3 Laborers 
•1 Stitcher ♦ 

l 


MEDIC.'L & DENTAL 
U?yf? 
(Con't) 

1 Nurse •; ' 

1 Ph'irnsciet 


judicial aft . i::s division 

(don't)"' 


GENERAL SERVICES SECTION 
~ (Con't) 

1 Head Janitor 
1 Illustrator 
6 Security Guards 

1 Senior Janitor 

4 Drivers 

. 2 -Bindery Helpers - 

2 Duplicating Machine Operators 

5 Janitors 
11 Laborers 

1 3inder 

2 Stitchers 

CASH SECTION 
~ (Con't) 

1 Cash Clerk 
1 Clerk 


3 Sr. Judicial Supervisors 
7 Judicial Supervisors 

1 nooords Inspection Officer 
(Chief of Section) 

10 Records Inspection Officers 


1 Senior Clerk 
3 Clerk3 
1 Clerical jwiuo 
1 Janitor 

SfATIS !?IC..I> SECTION 
(Con't) 

Z Clerks 

1 Statistical ..idc 

2 Laborers 


ACCOUNTING DIVISION 
. (Con't) 

1 Accountant 
3 Accountants (CPA)- 

1 Clerk 

: 300KEEPING SEQTTfN 
(Con't) 

2 Acctg* Clerks 
1 Stitoher 


1.Cashior-Aido 
1 Stitcher 


RECORDS SECTICN 
(Con't) 

1 Supervising Clerk 

1 Clerk-Typist 

2 Clerks 
1 Laborer 
1 Stitcher 





OFFICE OF THE SXECUTI 



...» •' .% ’ 


LEGAL .AFFAIRS 
DIVISION 

handles legal re¬ 
search problems of CARs, 
answers logal consultas, 
renders legal opinions 
and maintains central 
r.fcrcnce library; acts 
as counsel for CAEs, 
and thoir officers and 
employees; edits find 
publishing r.ll logal 
publications of CAEs; 
conducts pr.liminary in- 
v .sti'ation of, .and pro¬ 
secutes unfair labor 
practice charges; deter¬ 
mines ,iust compensation 
in o?:.~ropriation casus, 

(Soo over) 




Exorcisos overall supervi 
responsibility for, administrn 
activities of the Courts of Ag 

Concidorc, invoctigatas, 
all cases or actions involving 
vorsiocj disputes, or money cl 
Bgr.;riar. r-lntions & violation 


(S 


OG 


iver) 


MANAGEMENT ANALY ST STAFF 

Rocommonds to the Exo 
cutivo Judge measures for 
tho officiont and econo- 
. mical utilization of the 
resources of management; 

-(Eoo over)_ 

MEDICAL & DENTAL UNIT 

A Conducts period¬ 

ic physical L dental 
examination of CAE por 
sonnol & passes upon 

(See over) 


ADMINISTRATIVE 


-- 1 _ 

JUDICIAL AFFAIRS 



division 


DIVISION 



Coordinates all 


Det.rr'.inoc extent 



administrative- activi- 


of compli'nec by Judges 


coun 

ties of the Control Of- 


of the Court v/ith the 


of a 

ficc and regional dist- 


requirement te submit 


izc 

riots; responsible for 


at tho end cf o'ch 


rent 

personnel admihistra- 


month their certifier.- 


tion 

'tion functions and 


tion as to v/ork comp- 


cose 

maintenance of effect- 


lctod (Sec. 151) and 


vouci 

ivc liaison vdth the Ci¬ 


| progress report of casos 


as ti 

vil Service Commission; 


pending in thoir res¬ 

i 

of fi 

responsible for general 


pective salas (See. 153 ) 


mont: 

service functions such 


compiles, collates, 


curri 

as supply, property and 


studios and analyzos 


prop: 

records management, (jan- 


tho progress report of 


oort 

crnl clerical, janitor¬ 


eases submitted by 

■ 

555 

ial, security, property 


Judges & Commissioners; 

m/M 

mm 

utilization and build- 


recommends to the Exoc- 

1 

#51 

* (Sco over) 

(Soo over) 















OFFICE OF TIE EXECUTIVE JUDGE 

Exercises overall supervision of, & assumes 
esponsibility for, administrative functions & 
ctivities of the Courts of Agrarian Relations. 

Considers, investigates, decides St settles 
11 cases or actions involving matters, contro- 
ersiosi disputes, or money claims arising from 
gr-riar. r.lationc £.■ violations of Chapters I 8e II 


FUNCTIONAL CHART 
CS^".eiL OFFICE 
AS OF JUNE 50, 1<>72 



period¬ 
ic dental 
>f CAR por 
;os upon 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS 

Hears and receives evi¬ 
dence for the Court on any dis¬ 
puted point or issue in any 
given case; rules upon questions 
of pleadings and procedures dur¬ 
ing hearings; submits report and 
-recommend ation on cases hoard 
(See Over) 


iICIAI AFFAIRS 


|i)rj 


- -c extent 

li^CC tp j u e, cs 
Court nith th; 
mant te nue.rj.t 
end of orc ]j 
heir certified 
to work cenp- 
Scc. l 5 l) 

6 4 r Tf 0f C “0S 

in tfaoir ros _ 

6ala f (See. 15,) 
s, coli &tos 53; 

a* 1 * ana lyzoo 
gross r oport 
ibmittod by 
!,: eomuaJ 

3 00 ovor) ’ "— 


ACCOUNTING 


DIVISION 


Maintains basic ac¬ 
counting records & books 
of account that summar¬ 
ize u reflect the cur¬ 
rent financial condi¬ 
tions of the Court; pro¬ 
cesses requisitions P< 
vouchers, fit certifies 
as to the availability 
[ of funds and/or allot¬ 
ments prior to the in- 
currOlldo of obligations; 
prepares fit submits re¬ 
port and financial state¬ 
ments as roquirod by 
proper authorities; and 
advises agency manage- j 

(Soo over) * 


- BUDGET fit FISCAL 


Division 


I Takes dharge -:f bud- 
1 got preparation « exec¬ 
ution of budgetary uro¬ 
gram of the Court of 
Agrarian Relations; 
keeps bud-rotary allot¬ 
ment control and makes 
allocation of fur. ’.s for 
the '’.iff. rent C.O; r^gicn 
al district; pr:c..ss'.c 
all claims chargeable 
against the Court’s ap¬ 
propriation; keeps re¬ 
cords of all requests 
for obligation of al¬ 
lotment. 


INTERNAL AUDIT 
SERVICE 

Fiscalizcs the 

agency’s financial in¬ 
terest including the 
disclosure of deficien¬ 
cies in control needing 
correction; institutes 
internal safeguards to 
effectively protect the 
agency against irregu¬ 
larities of nil kinds, 
particularly those in 
connection with disburse- 
monts .and all forms of 
deliveries of supplies, 
materials, equipments 
•and all other eonnodi- 
I ties in compliance with 

(Soo over) 














MANAGEMENT ANALYST STAFF 
(Con't) 

studies and recommends improved organi¬ 
sation ;et-up and methods; conducts time 
•v.:‘ ■" tie:, economy studies; forsulatosT*. - * 
?v'..l r .ooru' ends adoption of vr.rk standards' • 
• vid units of work m-asuraments; assists 
the Executive Judge in the implementation 
of approved programs. 


LEGAL AFFAIRS DIVISI CN- 
CCon't) — 


and mediates and arbitrates disputes pend- 
ing in CARs; implements and enforces CAR 
Orders, Resolutions and Decisions; investi¬ 
gates, and makes recommendations on, charges 
again.jt CAR employees in the unclassified 
service; conducts continuing studies on laws 
impl.-nentj'.i by CARs and prepares needed lo- 
gisl tive amendments thereto. 


A-'MlNISTRnTIVE 3IVI3ICM 
(Con't) 


ing maintenance it repair, processing/pro- 
audit’ of vouchors and other papers-Cover¬ 
ing claims for payment; transportation; 
supervises cash collection, disbursement 
and proper cash custody; implements admi¬ 
nistrative policies on.routine omployce- 
roi '.lions problems -end conflicts; prepares, 
snd/.r iosit-’G office ord.rs, circulars Ce 
manor .aJr. for the proper gui.\r.co of em¬ 
ploye .s in office or government practices, 
procedure's, rules and regulations. 


OFFICE ,QF THE 
" . (Co 

RA 3844 & RA 809, 
inotitutod by the 
Authority and thos 
Land Authority. 


within the period prescribed by 
Court; and subject to the Exocu 
Judge’s direction and sup,„rvisi< 
assists-in the hearings and inv< 
gation of cases that may bo ass: 
by tho-formor under Sec. 158 of 
3844 ,• otherwise known as thd Ag: 
tural Land Reform Code. 

MEDIC&, •? « DENTAL UNIT 
- • (Cr J tT 

their physical qu-idflr.cia: 
mont, maternity, sick a.) c-e: 
givos advices on th. no;' for t! 
medical attention & d k .-::t;.l r etc 
performs bacteriological examin- 
for diagnostic licenses and nine 
surgery for CAR personnel; Jingr 
treats minor ailments; responds 
gency calls and givos first-aid 
directs the giving of vaccir.atic 
munication and some preventive n 
against dental diseases; gives n 
consultative and dental cociclic 
vices on hygiene .and sanitation 
sor.nel; keeps individual medical 
records of CAR personnel; keeps 
tains medical 2.- dental equipment 
end performs other related funct 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSION 
(Con’t) 



:CB .OF THIS EXECUTIVE JUDG E 
( C on' t) 


< HA 809 * and expropriation cases 
-*d by the defunct Land Tenure 
r and those to be filed by tho 
lorfty. 


IOMMISSICNERS • 

3 - 

cribcd by tho 
the Executive 
supervision) 
s and investi- 
ay bo unsigned 
c. 158 of RA 
as tho Agricul- 


TAL UNIT 

I- 


::.ti.r. far .nploy- 
*...I r 1: avos5 

fcr fch-rapoutic 
:t;.l v etoration; 
xL examinations 
3 and minor dental 
".el; diagnoses « 
responds to or.or- 
lirst-uid treatment; 
raceination for in¬ 
centive measures 
>; gives medical 
. sociolid.ativc scr- 
initation to CAR per¬ 
il medical ic dental 
I; keeps and main- 
equipments & supplies; 
-ted functions. 



.. JUDICIAL APFAIKS DIVISION 

... (Con't) 

utivb Judge the assignment of th*. 
twenty four (24) Commission,rs of tho 
Court' and"5tcnogrnphers-.nt-lnrg0) enouros 
compliance'by Commissioners with tho re¬ 
quirement to submit progress report of cases 
handled by them; supervises the inspection 
8c examination of dockets and judicial records 
with "the-end in yiew of maintaining a ur.i- 
' form manner.- in the care and custody of Court 
•records; prepares’rules and r. dilations to 
guide Clerks/DcputV Clerks in th performance 
of their non-admini,strntivo functions; screens, 
processes and acts on *’.11 comnunicrtious r - 
luting to judicial patters; liaisons with 
other Land deform Agencies for an ff -etive 
and efficient implembntation of the Land 
form Program; recommends te the Executive 
Judge who among th; District Judges shill 
remain on duty during 1 / the yearly, vacation 
period (Sections 146'?-• 147), . thh territorial 
jurisdiction of each vacation judge arid tho 
special terms of the Court; studies an,d ' “ 
prepares for the Executive Judge the dictiri- • 
bution of cases among the branches in •each' 
district of the court, where the Judges • 
thereof cannot 'come to an agreements See. : 1.50), 


I 

INTERNAL AUDIT SERVICE ; 

(Con't) 

existing laws, rules aid 
regulations; recommends j 
measures -and/or changes to 
Improve the agencies' vari- 
ious phases in other related 
activities; and to porforjn 
such other functions as may 
be designated by tho Exec¬ 
utive Judge from tino to 
tire, 

ACCOUNTING DIVISION 
(Con't) 


neat on tho status of the 
Court's appropriation and/or 
allotments and other finan¬ 
cial matters. 






Conoid .-rs, invosti*rn 
nn 1 . s,ttl.;-s -.11 c-tsos 
involving mnt tors', cc 
disputes, or monjy cl 
from -^r 'orinr. rolntio 
Intion:? of Chr.ntv.rs I 
3844 r : iu\ 809, run’ jx 
cnoas instituted by t 
Lnnd T.siuro Authority 
to bo fil ;d by ttv. L - 
nsci^ns nnd deploys c 
nJl within tlw ~r..n. 


iiv 









i- *rr «v t' -d aa sott /s judqs 

. ; -.'or 11 rupor'/icic:: ox', nil .assumes reo- 
ty f 0r - ni 'istvativo functions & activities 
arts 0 f Agrari ji V. lati.ons. 

i-dorg, investigates, d„ci....s, and settles .all 
actions involving matters, controversies, dis- 
money claims 'Arising from -.gr ari-ea relatione 
5ns 0 f chapters I £,• II of RA, 3344 .and Rh. 809, 
Jriation cases instituted by the defunct Land 
;hority nnd those to be filed by the Land 


POKffl 

ICIJAL DISTRICT 

o functions as 
ic-.t •.! in the 
Twelfth 

ir. . ;i District 


fift:: 

323ICKAL DISTRICT 

Cam.; functions as 
indicated in the 
1 -elfth 

Region -.1 District 


Twelfth 

Regional District 




sor.e i 
iuaica 


.iogicn 


ElOiePi: 

RjGIC lhvL DTSIi.ICT 

Saxao functions as 
indie ;to 1 in the 
Twelfth 

Regional District 


T'.VTLiT;: 

RflGICIIAL DISTRICT 

Consid.rs, investigates, decides 
and 3. tties all cases or actions 
involving matters, controversies, 
disrut.s, or money claims arising 
from, agrarian relations and vio¬ 
lations of Chapt.ro I i II of RA 
3844 a n,\ 80 n, an 1 , expropriation 
cases institute l by the defunct 
Land Tenure Authority ana those 
to be filed by th-. I an l ..uthority 
assigns and .’..ploy.: court person¬ 
nel withir. th... -r.a. 


R-T»IC:,V.L DI3 n .:jt 

o~riu functions as 
indicate*, ir. the 
Twelfth 

Regional District 


tt?x mm 1 :: 

.*: :J.2L .V 'IT....ICT 

J ; fu. cti '.a 5 as 
x .1 lcat j ir. t.» s 
T'./elft h 

Regie.; al District 


'i-,’ • T • . nr/Mn 

ttctt... ;j. ... .: 

of R .1.- aal District/..reaches 
inclu.'.i.;.., •. f f i;. r,f th.. Jx.cutive Judge 
*•« r.f nn,; JO, 1/72 



I/$~ 




































Appendix "11” 


5000 

4000 

3000 

2000 

1000 

750 

500 

250 


WORKLOAD AND TERMINATED 
BY THE REGIONAL DISTRICTS DURING 
FY - 1971 - 1972 























Appendix 



Others 


2 


7o 























PARTIES LITIGANTS SERVICED BY THE CARS DURING FY - 1971 - 72 


Appendix 5, l4 n 





Appendix "15" 



N6. OF PENDING CASES AS OF JUNE 30 . 
1971 AND NO. OF CASES FILED AND TER¬ 
MINATED during tW PErIOD FrOH JULY 
1. 1971 to JUNE 30, 1972 
*( CENTRAL LUZON ) 


i Pending as sFiled from* Total 
of June 30, July 1 to Work- 
* 1971 iJune, 1972* load 


*Terminated « Pending 
July 1 to * as of 

*June, 1972 * June, 1972 


THIRD REGIONAL DISTRICT 

I - Lingayen, Pangasinan 
II - Tayug, Pangasinan 
III - Iba, Zambales 


80 

* 452 

t 532 

* 194 

t 

326 

250 

* 432 

s 682 

* 203 

t 

513 

50 

t 82 

* 132 

t 88 

t 

44 


FOURTH REGIONAL DISTRICT 


I - Cabanatuan City 
I-A - San Jose City 
I-B - Quezon, Nueva Ecija 
II - Guimba, Nueva Ecija 
II-A - Cuyapo, Nueva Ecija 
III - Tarlac, Tarlac 
IV - Paniqui, Tarlac 
III-A - Gapan, Nueva Ecija 
III-B - San Isidro, Nueva Ecija 


FIFTH REGIONAL DISTRICT 


I - Malolos, Bulacan 
I-A - Baliwag, Bulacan 
II - San Fernando, Pampanga 
3II-A : — Sto* -Tomas.,.. Pampanga..... 


i 

i 

* 

t 


447 

* 313 

i 760 

* 460 

S 

310 

401 

* 348 

* 749 

i 197 

s 

553 

511 

* 183 

« 694 

* 395 

1 

312 

552 

i 134 

t 686 

* 291 


398 

159 

t 80 

1 239 

* 130 

1 

109 

123 

i 70 

* 193 

* 106 

t 

89 

91 

* 156 

* 247 

* 121 

X 

128 

58 

* 198 

i 256 

* 91 

1 

168 

65 

* 118 

* 183 

* 84 


100 


162 

X 

132 

X 

294 

i 188 

X 

108 

341 

t 

161 

X 

502 

t 188 

X 

320 

103 

1 

168 

X 

271 

* 121 

X 

165 

102 

X 

57 

X 

159 

* 63 

X 

96 


R-10 
R- 3 
R-ll 
R- 3 

R- 2 
R- 2 
R- 4 


R- 2 
R- 6 
R-15 


m; * 








- 2 - 



III - Angeles City 
IV - Balanga, Bataan 


* 72 i 182 » 254 , 166 

t 64 * 50 * 114 i 44 


TOTAL 


3631 


3316 6947 3130 



* 90 - R- 2 

» 70 


3899* 


* - 82 reopened cases are included 




S OPjcaEiLa CubiiT ACilOi? un CAR CUSiS PBuk 

JlT.uY 1 , 197x to JjMa 30. 1972 


Appendix ‘'16 ” 







QUif-vu? OF APPEALS ACiTIOD Oti AFfrrfAT.TCn CAR CASES 


Appendix "17" 

PROi* JUuY 1, 1971 to JUNE 30, 1972 


mnmzL -- 

DIoixaCT 

OLD PENDING 

PILED 

DISPOSED 

PElVDIfiG AS OP 
JUNE 30, 1972 

i 

17 

0 

3 

14 

ii 

4 

1 

3 

2 

hi 

89 

27 

34 

82 

IV ' :• 

174 

83 

34 

203 

v 

181 

76 

70 

187 

VI 

11 

9 

3 

17 

VII 

54 

21 

23 

52 

VIII ; 

6 

6 

1 

11 

Ia 

49 

11 

20 

40 

x •' - : l|- 

65 

3 

14 

54 

XI - 

65 

19 

31 . f • 

33 

All 

10 

5 

0 

u« 

13 

AIII 

3 

2 

2 

3 

xiy ' J • 

13 

6 

4 

15 


33 

12 

9 

36 


lOl'Ai 


273 . 782 


774 


281 







